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INTRODUCTION 

This  release  presents  for  every  county  in  the  Nation  the  recipient  rate  and  the  average  payment,  as  well  as 
the  qulntile  ranking  of  the  county  in  relation  to  these  two  measures,  for  the  3  largest  federally-supported 
putlic  assistance  programs — old-age  assistance  (OAA),  aid  to  families  with  dependent  children  (AFDC),  and 
aid  to  the  permanently  and  totally  disabled  (APTD).  The  data  were  obtained  froa  reports  submitted  by  State 
public  assistance  agencies  on  Form  FS-20i+,  Monthly  Statistical  Report  on  Public  Assistance,  for  June  i960  1/. 

Although  the  data  are  for  I96O,  their  implications  are  also  valid  at  the  present  time,  because  recipient 
rates  and  average  payments  change  very  slowly.  For  most  counties,  the  quintlle  ranks  at  the  time  of  pub- 
lication of  this  report  are  the  same  as  they  were  in  I96O,  and  a  current  set  of  quintile  maps  would  be 
very  similar  to  these  for  i960. 

Included  in  this  release  are  an  identical  table  for  each  of  the  50  States  and  the  District  of  Columbia, 
and  7  coiinty  maps  of  the  United  States. 

The  table  lists  the  counties  in  each  State  alphabetically  and,  for  each  co\mty,  provides  the  following 
data  on  OAA,  AFDC,  and  APTD: 

1.  The  recipient  rate,  the  definition  of  which  varies  by  program,  as  follows: 

a.  OAA  -  Number  of  recipients  per  1,000  population  aged  65  and  over. 

b.  AFDC  -  Number  of  children  receiving  assistance  per  1,000  popiilation  under  age  I8. 
c  APTD  -  Number  of  recipients  per  10,000  population  aged  l3  -  65. 

2.  Tne  average  monthly  payment.  For  OAA  and  APTD,  the  average  payment  represents  the  average  per 
case.  For  AFDC,  two  average  payment  figures  are  shown  -  one  giving  the  average  per  person  and 
the  other  the  average  per  family. 

3.  Tlie  county' s  national  quintile  ranking  in  relation  to  the  above-mentioned  rates  and  payments. 
To  arrive  at  the  quintile  rankings,  the  counties  were  arrayed  among  all  covinties  in  the  Nation 
according  to  the  descending  order  of  the  recipient  rates  or  average  payment  figures.  The  list 


1/  Form  FS-20U  is  designed  to  collect  data  by  State  monthly  and  more  limited  data  by  county  semi-annually. 


of  counties  vas  then  divided  into  fifths,  the  highest  fifth  being  designated  the  first  qulntile, 
the  second  highest  the  second  quintile,  etc.,  through  the  lowest  fifth  which  was  designated  the 
fifth  quintile.  A  separate  quintile  rank  was  computed  for  each  of  the  7  variables  (3  recipient 
rates  and  k   average  payment  figures). 

The  maps  show  the  quintile  rankings  of  each  county  in  the  conteimlnous  United  States  (the  maps  do  not 
include  Alaska  or  Hawaii).  They  indicate  graphically  the  locations  of  areas  with  relatively  high,  medium, 
and  low  recipient  rates  and  average  payments.  A  separate  map  is  included  for  each  of  the  J   variables. 

Cotmties  in  the  States  without  an  APTD  program  were  omitted  from  the  quintile  groupings  for  that  program. 

In  seme  instances  counties  were  found  to  have  no  recipients  under  a  given  program  although  the  State 
administered  that  public  assistance  category.  In  these  instances  the  county  was  shown  as  having  a  recipi- 
ent rate  of  zero  and  a  recipient  rate  quintile  rank  of  5  for  the  program,  but  the  county  was  omitted  from 
the  quintile  groupings  on  average  payments  under  the  program. 

Thro\igh  the  use  of  the  data  in  this  release  one  can  see  at  a  glance  how  any  particular  area  of  the  Nation 
compares  with  »n  other  areas  in  the  extent  and  amount  of  public  assistance  provided  in  the  three  major 
categories.  The  interested  researcher  may  also  use  these  data  to  study  the  relationships  between  these 
assistance  data  and  other  social  and  economic  variables;  I96O  Census  data,  being  closely  related  in  time, 
may  be  especially  valuable  for  this  purpose. 


OLD-AGE   ASSISTANCE:  NUMBER   OF   RECIPIENTS  PER  1,000    POPULATION  AGED   65   AND  OVER, 
(RECIPIENT    RATE),   BY   COUNTY,   JUNE    I960   U 


te>' 


RANK 

NO   RECiPIENTS 

[  ]   LOWEST  FIFTH  =  9   TO  87 

t;!;!;:vl;!]  next  to  lowest  fifth  =  aa  to  133 

^^^^^   MIDDLE  FIFTH  ^   134  TO  211 
^^^^P   NEXT  TO  HIGHEST  FIFTH  =   212  TO   353 
^^^^H    HIGHEST  FIFTH  =   359   TO   999 


BASED  ON   CENSUS  DATA   AS  OF  APRIL    1.  1960 


OLD-AGE   ASSISTANCE:   AVERAGE  ASSISTANCE   PAYMENT   PER   RECIPIENT  BY  COUNTY,  JUNE   I960 


}«0  RECIPIENTS 


LartEST  FIFTH  =  S20  TO  S46 

yyy.\i   -EZT  TO  LOWEST  FIFTH  =   S47  TO  S55 

:   ■-•  OOlE  FIFTH  :   $56  TO  $66 

^    \'_'^    TC  HIGHEST   FIFTH  =  S67   TO  $77 

■    -   "--EST  FIFTH  :   $78  TO  Si49 


AID   TO    FAMILIES    WITH    DEPENDENT  CHILDREN:    NUMBER   OF  CHILDREN   RECEIVING   ASSISTANCE   PER 
1,000    POPULATION   UNDER  AGE   18  (RECIPIENT    RATE),   BY  COUNTY,   JUNE   I960  Jj 


RANK 

NO  RECrplENTS 

j.;...  >:>;    LOWEST   FIFTH   ^   2  TO  13 

[.■•;•;•;•:■;•]  '^^^^  '■'o  lowest  fifth  =  k  to  21 

^^^^^  MIDDLE   FIFTH   =   22  TO   32 
^^^^^  NEXT    TO   HIGHEST  FIFTH    -   33  TO  35 
^^^^H  HIGHEST  FIFTH   =  3&  TO  258 


AID   TO   FAMILIES    WITH   DEPENDENT    CHILDREN;    AVERAGE   ASSISTANCE   PAYMENT  PER  RECIPIENT, 

BY  COUNTY,   JUNE   I960 


\  m   RECIPIENTS 


I":  ■■-:■-  LOWEST  FIPTH  =  %Z  TO  Ei7 

■   TO  LOWEST  FIFTH   -■  SIB  TO  S23 


w,^^^^^^  y[DDLE  FIFTH  =   S24  TO  S29 

»  liE/l  TO  HIGHEST  FIFTH  =  S30  TO  SJ4 
I   MiG--1EST  FIFTH   =    $36  TO  S59 


AID    TO   FAMILIES    WITH    DEPENDENT    CHILDREN:    AVERAGE   ASSISTANCE   PAYMENT  PER    FAMILY, 

BY   COUNTY   JUNE    I960 


RANK    IN    DOLLARS 

NO   RECIPIENTS 

:  :>1   LOWEST  FIFTH  =  S2I  TO  S69 

XvX;!;]  next  to  lowest  fifth  ■  57o  to  %87 

^^^^M   MiDDLE  FIFTH  -  $88  TO  SI08 
^^^^^   NEXT   TO  HIGHEST  FIFTH  =  $l09  TO  Sl31 
^^^^H    H'GHESl    FIFTH  =  1132  TO  S245 


AID  TO   THE  PERMANENTLY    AND   TOTALLY  DISABLED:   NUMBER   OF   RECIPIENTS   PER   10.000   POPULATION 
AGED   18-65  (RECIPIENT   RATE).   BY   COUNTY  JUNE   I960   1/ 


PJU4C 

HO  PftOGftfiM 
[  ]  LCWEST  PiFTH   :  0  TO  2P 

•Iv'i'lv;-]  ^^^   ^  LOWEST  FIFTH  -   22   TO   38 
^  MIDDLE  FIFTH  =   39  TO  62 

; 3 

^^^^^  'iZ'/.r   TO   HIGHEST   FIFTH  =  63  TO  107 
^^^^1  Hli>4eST  FIFTH   =    108    TO    461 


Jy  aaSED  ON  CENSUS  DATA    AS  OF   APRIL   I,   I960 


AID    TO   THE   PERMANENTLY    AND   TOTALLY   DISABLED:    AVERAGE   ASSISTANCE   PAYMENT  PER  RECIPIENT 

BY    COUNTY.   JUNE    I960 


BANK   IN   DOLLARS 

NO  PROGRAM  OR  RECIPIENTS 

LOWEST   FIFTH   '  SIO  TO  S45 


NEXT    TO   LOWEST   FIFTH    ^   S45  TO  S53 
/IDDLE  FIFTH  =  te4  TO  S62 
NEXT  TO   HIGHEST   FIFTH   =   S63  TO  $75 
HIGHEST   FIFTH    =    STS  TO  S377 


ALABAMA 
Recipient    rate,    average  assistance  payment,    and  national  quintile    rank   for  selected  public  assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    I960 

ilntlle    "1"  represents  the  highest   fifth  and  "5"  the  lowest   flftr,.      a  "9"  was  used  to  Indicate  either  that  the  state  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  in  the  county.) 


State 

County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

Recipient  race 

Average 

paiTTienc 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Averag 

code 

Code 

Name 

payment 

Per  ijerson 

Per  family 

Rate 

;^ln- 
tUe 

AIEOUTit 

quin- 
tile 

p.ate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

JJln- 
tlle 

R^te 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

^!n- 

tue 

01 

1 

Autauga 

507 

1 

52 

4 

95 

1 

9 

5 

36 

5 

107 

2 

35 

5 

01 

2 

Baldwin 

302 

2 

53 

4 

46 

2 

9 

5 

38 

5 

46 

3 

35 

5 

01 

3 

Barbour 

507 

54 

4 

127 

1 

8 

5 

34 

5 

206 

1 

35 

5 

01 

4 

Bibb 

523 

51 

4 

99 

1 

9 

5 

39 

5 

156 

1 

33 

5 

01 

c 

Blount 

525 

52 

4 

52 

2 

9 

5 

33 

5 

121 

1 

34 

5 

01 

6 

Bullock 

541 

^  2 

4 

63 

1 

8 

5 

34 

5 

131 

1 

ZS 

5 

01 

7 

Butler 

517 

53 

4 

93 

1 

9 

5 

38 

5 

119 

1 

32 

5 

01 

8 

Calhoun 

322 

52 

4 

56 

1 

9 

5 

37 

5 

50 

3 

35 

5 

01 

9 

Chambers    '. 

358 

51 

4 

58 

1 

8 

t; 

37 

5 

86 

2 

33 

5 

01 

10 

Cherokee 

400 

48 

4 

2- 

3 

8 

5 

28 

5 

49 

3 

32 

5 

01 

11 

Chilton 

492 

52 

4 

47 

2 

10 

5 

38 

5 

95 

2 

34 

5 

01 

1? 

Choctaw 

556 

51 

4 

102 

1 

9 

5 

41 

5 

133 

1 

37 

5 

01 

13 

Clarke 

487 

4h 

4 

77 

1 

8 

5 

36 

5 

90 

2 

28 

5 

01 

14 

Clay 

555 

53 

^ 

66 

1 

9 

K 

35 

5 

159 

1 

36 

5 

01 

15 

Cleb-ome 

411 

51 

- 

44 

2 

10 

5 

38 

5 

105 

2 

38 

5 

01 

16 

Coffee 

479 

52 

4 

45 

2 

9 

p 

32 

5 

109 

1 

36 

5 

01 

17 

Colbert 

407 

53 

4 

60 

1 

9 

5 

36 

5 

70 

2 

33 

5 

01 

18 

Conecuh 

598 

54 

4 

66 

1 

10 

5 

41 

t, 

1-6 

1 

38 

5 

01 

19 

Coosa 

4  4.' 

50 

4 

63 

1 

9 

5 

34 

5 

119 

1 

35 

5 

01 

20 

Covington 

476 

52 

4 

58 

1 

10 

3 

35 

5 

105 

2 

36 

5 
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represer'.s  zr.e  tA^Ttesz   ri  Tnh  a,iJ    "5"   tr.e  lo'^esc   fl  Tth.      A  "9"  was  used  to  Indicate  either  Lh 


ted  public  assistance  programs,    by  county 

t  Che  State  had  no  program  or   that  there  were  nt 


June    1960 

.0  recipients  In  the  county.) 


County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

Reclplen 

X.  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Averag 

code 

Code 

Name 

per  person 

Per  ramlly 

payment 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Race 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Qulr^ 
tile 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

3  1 

:■ 

Crenshaw 

589 

54 

>* 

114 

1 

10 

5 

39 

5 

175 

1 

39 

5 

01 

22 

Cullman 

440 

52 

4 

29 

3 

10 

5 

38 

5 

66 

2 

34 

5 

fi 

-- 

Dale 

454 

54 

4 

44 

2 

9 

5 

35 

5 

68 

2 

38 

5 

"  1 

">  .M 

Dallas 

49a 

54 

4 

89 

1 

9 

5 

41 

5 

113 

1 

35 

5 

',1 

2  r 

DeKalb 

444 

52 

4 

58 

1 

10 

5 

39 

5 

79 

2 

39 

5 

:i 

26 

Elmore 

378 

51 

4 

31 

3 

9 

5 

35 

5 

56 

3 

32 

5 

01 

7  1 

Sscambia 

425 

49 

4 

27 

3 

8 

5 

33 

5 

47 

3 

30 

5 

;i 

-:z 

Ji^owah 

349 

53 

4 

47 

2 

10 

5 

40 

5 

75 

2 

37 

5 

01 

Z.  i 

Fayette 

548 

52 

4 

74 

1 

10 

5 

37 

5 

104 

2 

34 

5 

'1 

2 

Franklin 

530 

55 

4 

65 

1 

10 

5 

3  6 

5 

142 

1 

35 

5 

:i 

5l 

Geneva 

486 

30 

4 

53 

1 

9 

5 

36 

5 

108 

1 

33 

5 

j2 

3? 

Greene 

596 

4  V 

4 

87 

1 

8 

5 

34 

5 

136 

1 

32 

5 

n 

33 

Hale 

510 

52 

4 

72 

1 

8 

5 

37 

5 

107 

2 

31 

5 

'j\ 

3  ^ 

Henry 

479 

54 

4 

76 

1 

9 

5 

37 

5 

136 

1 

32 

5 

'1 

Houston 

419 

53 

4 

55 

1 

9 

5 

35 

5 

68 

2 

37 

5 

01 

3  A 

Jackson 

455 

53 

4 

74 

1 

10 

c; 

38 

5 

108 

1 

35 

5 

01 

3  7 

Jefferson 

219 

54 

4 

35 

2 

9 

5 

38 

5 

39 

3 

39 

5 

01 

'-'-- 

I^mar 

563 

55 

4 

84 

1 

9 

5 

34 

5 

172 

1 

36 

5 

CI 

^-^ 

Lauderdale 

418 

54 

4 

53 

2 

10 

5 

42 

5 

58 

2 

35 

5 

01 

4C 

Lawrence 

564 

54 

4 

103 

1 

9 

5 

38 

5 

145 

1 

35 

5 

ALABAMA 
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Recipient    rate,     average    assistance   payment , 

((Julntlle   "1"  represents  the  highest   n  rth  and   "b"  the  lowest  firth. 


nd   national    quintile    rank    for    selected   public    assistance   programs,    by   county,    June    1960 

A  "9"  was  used   to   Indicate  either  chat  the  State  had  no  program  or  that   there  were  no  recipients  In   the  county.) 


Count  y 

OAA 

AFDC 

AFTD 

State 

E^eclplent  rate 

Average 

.ai-menr 

Feclplenl  rate 

Average 

paymen- 

Peel; len 

rate 

Average 

code 

Code 

Name 

per  tersan 

per   rar.lly 

pajr.er.t 

Sate 

Su  In- 
die 

Aitount 

kuln- 
nie 

I-ate 

tlle 

A^ou.':t 

<ulr.- 

tlle 

A-^ount 

tnc 

Pate 

;^jln- 
tlle 

Ar.o-Jr,  t 

i-ulr- 
tUe 

01 

41 

Lee 

39  7 

1 

5  2 

4 

27 

b 

5 

3  3 

5 

45 

3 

32 

5 

01 

i^Z 

Limestone 

473 

1 

3  3 

4 

77 

1 

= 

5 

39 

5 

120 

1 

36 

5 

01 

43 

Lowndes 

e07 

1 

:,! 

- 

_  ,^ 

i 

8 

- 

35 

5 

126 

1 

29 

5 

■  1 

44 

ftocon 

318 

2 

48 

4 

i:" 

4 

-J 

5 

3  2 

5 

38 

4 

28 

5 

'.'1 

45 

Madison 

34? 

2 

5  3 

4 

43 

2 

9 

5 

39 

t 

43 

i 

36 

5 

'.>  1 

46 

Marengo 

527 

1 

52 

H 

62 

1 

7 

t, 

33 

5 

86 

2 

29 

5 

■M 

47 

Marlon 

548 

1 

54 

4 

76 

1 

10 

5 

3fa 

5 

172 

1 

38 

5 

01 

4P 

Marshall 

424 

1 

52 

4 

43 

2 

10 

5 

37 

5 

76 

2 

37 

5 

'n 

4Q 

Mobile 

214 

2 

5  2 

"♦ 

~  7 

^' 

'^ 

5 

39 

5 

36 

4 

35 

5 

.''1 

i" 

Monroe 

495 

1 

4; 

4 

4; 

2 

5 

5 

34 

5 

72 

2 

34 

5 

01 

5  1 

Montgomery 

263 

2 

5  3 

4 

Ic 

'^. 

5 

37 

5 

42 

3 

3o 

5 

CI 

52 

Morgan 

1  '-3 

1 

54 

4 

?1 

- 

9 

5 

36 

5 

70 

2 

3  9 

5 

01 

53 

Perry 

5;5 

1 

51 

4 

c. 

1 

8 

5 

33 

5 

105 

2 

30 

5 

01 

54 

Pickens 

5c4 

1 

54 

4 

120 

1 

8 

5 

37 

5 

163 

1 

35 

5 

01 

5  5 

Pike 

3  70 

1 

4 '-J 

4 

20 

4 

9 

5 

35 

5 

35 

4 

32 

5 

0] 

^^5 

Randolph 

'.7  2 

1 

5  2 

4 

31 

3 

9 

5 

38 

5 

83 

2 

34 

5 

"1 

57 

Russell 

4^0 

1 

;-■ 

- 

7  3 

1 

8 

5 

33 

5 

89 

2 

35 

5 

'^l 

5  ° 

Saint  Clair 

37  7 

1 

5^ 

4 

24 

3 

10 

5 

38 

5 

82 

2 

36 

5 

01 

59 

Shelby 

42  6 

1 

52 

4 

59 

1 

9 

s 

35 

5 

79 

2 

36 

5 

01 

60 

Sumter 

563 

1 

50 

4 

74 

1 

8 

5 

34 

5 

103 

■^ 

30 

5 

14 


ALABAMA 
Recipient    rate,    average  assistance  payment,    and  national  quintile    rank   for  selected  public   assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    1960 

-resells  zi'.e  hlehesc   rifch  and   "6"   the  lowest   fifth.      A  "9"  was  used   to   Indicate  either  that  the  state  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In   the  county.} 


County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

1 

BeclplenL  race 

Average  paymenc 

Recipient  rate 

Average  payrcent 

Recipient  rate 

Average  payment 

code 

Code 

Same 

Per  person 

per   ramliy 

Rate 

Quln- 
clle 

junounc 

Quin- 
tile 

Race 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

3iln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

0  1 
01 
01 
01 
01 
CI 
CI 

^  1 
62 
53 

66 

Talladega 

Tallapoosa 

Tuscaloosa 

Walker 

Washington 

Wilcox 

Winston 

468 
490 
322 

631 
560 
')19 

1 

1 

1 
1 
1 

1 

5.3 
5o 
b  3 

^^ 
^  2 
52 
54 

3 
4 

4 
4 
4 

74 
63 
81 

102 

6  ;< 

7  5 
54 

1 

1 
1 
1 
i 

10 
9 
9 

10 
9 
8 

1" 

5 

^ 

3-J 
35 
39 
43 
43 
39 
3  4 

5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 

99 
130 

68 
157 
150 
127 
174 

38 
37 

33 
38 
31 

5  0 
3o 

5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 

ALASKA 
Recipient    rate,    average  assistance  payment,    and  national  quintile    rank   for  selected  public  assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    1960 

(ijilncile    •!"  represents  the  highest   fifth  and   "5"  the  lowest   fifth,      a  "9"  was  used   to  Indicate  either  that   the  state  had  no  prograin  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In   the  county.) 
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State 

County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payrcent 

f.eclpler.t  rate 

Averag 

code 

Code 

Name 

Per     erson 

per  fiTiliy 

Pajnen^ 

Fate 

tile 

Amount 

tile 

Rate 

^In- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Suln- 
tllc 

Rate 

*jln- 

tUe 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

02 

1 

1st  Dist. -Ketchikan 

'1,') 

9 

=  3 

u 

.1/) 

g 

30 

2 

116 

9 

C2 

-) 

2nd  Dlst.  -Juneau 

;i/) 

-^ 

66 

3 

•.1,') 

9 

32 

2 

112 

-y 

9 

9 

02 

3 

3rd  Dist. -Anchorage 

1'' 

^ 

7! 

-' 

I'l 

° 

3,: 

2 

125 

^ 

= 

9 

02 

4 

Uth  Dist. -Fairbanks 

1') 

o 

eb 

3 

ii.n 

9 

32 

2 

113 

2 

? 

9 

02 

R 

5th  Dist. -Nome 

1  ') 

.-' 

61 

3 

{!/) 

9 

31 

i 

103 

3 

'^ 

9 

02 

6 

6th  Dist. -Seward 

V  ^/  ) 

- 

bH 

-' 

vV  1 

9 

3'+ 

^ 

111 

2 

y 

9 

1/  Population  not  available  by  district. 


ABIZONA 


Recipient    rate,    average   assistance  payment,    and  national  quintile    rank    for  selected  public   assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    1960 

(^lr:.Ile    ■!•  reprp=er,:5  i^.?  hlshe?:    ri  fUi  ^nd    "e"  t^:e  lowest   firtfi.      a  "9"  was  used   to  indicate  either   Chat  Uie  State  had  no  progran  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In   tiie  county.) 


County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

Recipient  rale 

Average  raymen: 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

faymer.t 

Recipient  rate 

Nverage  pajinent 

code 

Code 

Name 

Per     er?on 

Per   r;  r,lly 

Rate 

Quln- 
cue 

Anount 

Quin- 
tile 

Pate 

quin- 
tile 

Amount 

quin- 
tile 

Amount 

quin- 
tile 

Rate 

Qjln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Suln- 
tue 

^'A 

Apache 

libb 

1 

b  0 

^ 

109 

1 

31 

2 

120 

2 

9 

9 

03 

Cochise 

175 

^ 

6  1 

3 

19 

4 

30 

2 

114 

2 

9 

9 

ri 

Coconino 

255 

2 

56 

3 

59 

1 

30 

2 

116 

2 

9 

9 

r\-2 

- 

Gila 

25'. 

2 

62 

3 

53 

2 

30 

2 

103 

3 

9 

9 

r-3 

' 

Graham 

34Q 

^ 

66 

3 

86 

1 

3  1 

2 

117 

2 

9 

9 

0  "^ 

t 

Greenlee 

303 

2 

67 

2 

35 

2 

3  1 

^' 

107 

3 

9 

9 

-3 

- 

t-iarlcopa 

13- 

3 

62 

3 

41 

2 

30 

2 

124 

2 

9 

9 

n  -2 

Q 

Mohave 

162 

3 

57 

D 

Sfc 

1 

2  8 

3 

116 

2 

9 

9 

~l  -2 

■; 

Navajo 

317 

? 

57 

3 

75 

1 

31 

-' 

119 

2 

9 

9 

0  3 

Pliia 

91 

i* 

59 

^ 

27 

3 

29 

3 

120 

2 

9 

9 

C  ' 

1 1 

Pinal 

300 

- 

63 

3 

77 

1 

30 

'- 

123 

2 

9 

9 

C  " 

12 

Santa  Cruz 

235 

- 

65 

^ 

76 

1 

2  9 

3 

113 

2 

9 

9 

-' 

15 

Yavapai 

l^-b 

3 

62 

3 

24 

3 

30 

2 

114 

2 

9 

9 

'- 

;  U 

Yuma 

178 

^ 

61 

A 

17 

4 

26 

3 

108 

3 

9 

q 

ARKANSAS 
Recipient    rate,    average    assistance   payment,     and   national   quintile    rank    for   selected   public    assistance   programs,    by   county,    June    I960 
(Qjlntlle    ■!»  represents  uie  liljUiest   n  fch  anJ   "6"  the  loivesc   rjrtti.      A  "9"  was  used   to   Indicate  either  that  the  State  had  no  pro(;rain  or  Cfiat  there  were  no  recipients  in   the  county.) 
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County 

o.\A 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

Reclpler 

:  rate 

kve-3.ce 

ra,\-er.t 

?eclp!en 

'.  rate 

fecl:!er 

r.:. 

Average 

Code 

Name 


Pl>r.er.t 

code 

Ker  : 

1^  r  ■  .  ■ 

•■-    -^.lly 

Sate 

tlle 

Amount 

tlle 

Fate 

tlle 

ArrOLir,t 

^ir^ 

rate 

:fiiu- 

A-tOU^t  t 

iiiv.- 
t!le 

flH 

I 

Arkansas 

IbO 

_  ^ 

„ 

. 

15 

;; 

,3 

, 

'*d 

3 

3  ^ 

04 

7 

Ashley 

i6  3 

1 

5  2 

- 

16 

5 

57 

t, 

100 

2 

-5 

c; 

C- 

3 

Baxter 

194 

'J  ._ 

- 

1  - 

- 

16 

t. 

5  3 

5 

38 

3 

u« 

^ 

04 

4 

Benton 

1 1'  S 

3 

b  6 

;- 

15 

5 

61 

5 

60 

3 

--■ 

5 

04 

(^ 

Boone 

-  r  3 

- 

- 

;.7 

^ 

lo 

- 

c2 

5 

-3  2 

- 

-: 

^ 

Ct 

5 

Bradley 

^60 

2 

-•, 

- 

-2 

5 

::> 

r 

r  1 

5 

:- 

- 

-'t 

5 

c  ^ 

7 

Calhoun 

.]  -^  -^ 

2 

^7 

- 

■^   ^ 

1 

io 

r 

-1 

T 

i      ."   -^ 

1 

3  4 

5 

04 

8 

Carroll 

202 

3 

5  0 

a 

15 

4 

1:- 

r 

5  2 

^ 

3:) 

2- 

r 

0  4 

9 

Chicot 

464 

1 

S  f> 

^ 

r- 

1 

1     -> 

- 

c  3 

5 

150 

1 

3  3 

5 

04 

!■ 

Clark 

192 

r:- 

4 

- 

1- 

'- 

^2 

5 

6^; 

32 

5 

04 

11 

Clay 

352 

2 

5c 

1    ■Z. 

- 

lo 

" 

ir 

5 

lib 

i 

41 

5 

04 

12 

C  lebume 

^29 

1 

51 

4 

"^ 

16 

5 

;3 

5 

q  w 

2 

3  0 

5 

C4 

1? 

Cleveland 

310 

t 

62 

3 

1  3 

4 

27 

3 

c  5 

tt 

116 

1 

3Q 

5 

0  4 

14 

Columbia 

321 

- 

5  1 

- 

.7 

2 

15 

5 

61 

5 

39 

3 

31 

5 

04 

15 

Conway 

-»3R 

1 

5  4 

- 

-- 

1 

1  8 

- 

67 

3 

J  6C 

1 

36 

C, 

04 

16 

Craighead 

-15 

- 

:: 

- 

12 

5 

Id 

5 

o: 

5 

-*3 

34 

3 

04 

17 

Crawford 

249 

i  ^ 

- 

J  5 

3 

Id 

- 

c  2 

^ 

^1 

3 

3  7 

3 

C4 

18 

Crittenden 

^0  1 

1 

=  2 

- 

1  2 

5 

17 

't. 

62 

; 

o6 

2 

3o 

3 

C4 

10 

Cross 

336 

- 

7  1 

- 

13 

t 

16 

- 

rO 

5 

62 

3 

35 

3 

04 

2  0 

Dallas 

296 

? 

5  8 

^   C, 

i- 

18 

4 

71 

■* 

lo3 

1 

63 

2 

18 


AEKANSAS 
Recipient    race,    average   assistance   payment,    and   national   quintile    rank   for   selected  public   assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    1960 

^?er:?   u-.p  Mgr.est    ri  r:r.   ^-ij   "t"   t.^e  lo^vest    rif'J-i.      A  '9'  was  used  lo  Ir.illcale  eltner  tjiac  the  State  had  no  program  or   that  there  were  no   recipients   in   the  county.) 


2? 

2t 
25 

26 
27 

28 
25 

3r 
31 
3? 

3^ 

3; 


3P 
39 


County 


Desha 

Drew 

Faulkner 

Franklin 

Fulton 

Garland 

Grant 

Greene 

Heinp  stead 

Hot  Spring 

Howard 

Independence 

Izard 

Jackson 
Jefferson 

Johnson 

liifayette 

La'^rrence 

Lee 

Lincoln 


OAA 


Recipient  rate     Average  payment 


Bate 

i^ln- 
tlle 

3  44 

2 

314 

1 

2  80 

i- 

345 

?. 

455 

1 

1?3 

H 

.'^bh 

C 

i  iZ 

" 

220 

■^ 

20" 

430 

1 

413 

1 

437 

1 

339 

2 

300 

- 

33> 

2 

329 

2 

37,- 

1 

337 

2 

420 

1 

51 
5  1 
52 
49 


51 
fc2 
53 
54 
51 
•:•! 
52 
53 
52 
55 


AFDC 


Recipient  rate 


19 
36 
53 
d4 


54 
12 


i^ln- 
tlle 


36 

2 

69 

1 

31 

3 

35 

z 

22 

■:* 

53 

^ 

46 

2 

46 

2 

18 

i^ 

17 

M. 

per  rerpon 


17 
17 
16 

16 

14 
1  -J 
14 
16 
15 
16 
20 
16 
15 
16 
19 
17 

14 


payi^er.t 

per  raF.lly 


31 
o2 
62 
62 
60 
56 
62 
67 
64 
56 
75 
70 
56 
59 


APTD 


Recipient  rate        Average  pailnent 


Rate 


13h 

90 

70 

132 

1C8 

4^ 

77 

87 

37 

28 

112 

161 

108 

96 

81 

121 

143 

61 

86 

95 


4l 

50 
45 
31 
36 
36 
34 
46 
37 
34 
35 


ARKANSAS 
Recipient    rate,    sverage   assistance  pajraient,    and  national   quintile   rank   for  selected  public   assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    I960 

(^^mtlle    "i-  represents  the  hlgjiest  fifth  and   »&"  the  lowest   nrth.      a  "9  ■  was  used  to  Indicate  either  that  the  state  had  no  program  or  that  there  wre  no  recipients  in   the  county.) 
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State 

County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

Beclple 

t  race 

Average 

paiT^er.t 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

pajTtent 

Recipient  rate 

flveragi 

Code 

Name 

code 

per    lerson 

Per  1 

iinlly 

=  payment 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

*jln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

04 

41 

Little  River 

333 

2 

46 

5 

39 

2 

15 

5 

55 

5 

83 

2 

42 

5 

04 

42 

Logan 

330 

2 

52 

4 

75 

1 

16 

5 

59 

5 

91 

2 

35 

5 

04 

43 

Lonoke 

387 

1 

53 

4 

17 

4 

17 

6 

59 

5 

119 

1 

45 

5 

04 

44 

Madison 

385 

1 

50 

4 

47 

2 

15 

5 

53 

5 

103 

2 

32 

5 

04 

4? 

Marion 

396 

1 

58 

3 

&1 

1 

15 

5 

60 

5 

137 

1 

41 

5 

04 

46 

MiUer 

283 

2 

49 

4 

45 

2 

15 

5 

59 

5 

88 

2 

37 

5 

04 

47 

Mississippi 

396 

1 

52 

4 

33 

2 

16 

5 

69 

5 

79 

2 

37 

5 

04 

48 

Monroe 

351 

2 

51 

4 

36 

2 

14 

6 

66 

5 

86 

2 

39 

5 

04 

4Q 

Montgomery 

396 

1 

46 

^ 

55 

1 

18 

4 

56 

5 

163 

1 

32 

5 

04 

50 

Nevada 

289 

2 

51 

4 

32 

3 

14 

5 

61 

5 

93 

2 

30 

5 

04 

51 

Newton 

509 

1 

52 

4 

87 

1 

16 

5 

55 

5 

194 

1 

32 

5 

04 

52 

Ouachita 

271 

2 

53 

4 

52 

3 

15 

5 

58 

5 

89 

2 

34 

5 

04 

53 

Perry 

453 

1 

57 

^ 

74 

1 

19 

4 

65 

5 

249 

1 

46 

4 

04 

54 

RiilUps 

335 

1 

53 

4 

58 

1 

1'^ 

5 

69 

5 

136 

1 

41 

5 

04 

55 

Pike 

350 

2 

47 

4 

51 

2 

15 

5 

55 

5 

143 

1 

51 

4 

04 

56 

Poinsett 

352 

2 

51 

4 

32 

3 

17 

K 

64 

5 

92 

2 

36 

5 

04 

57 

Polk 

215 

2 

50  ■ 

4 

18 

4 

20 

4 

77 

4 

31 

4 

38 

5 

04 

58 

Pope 

395 

1 

52 

4 

52 

2 

15 

5 

61 

5 

110 

1 

42 

5 

04 

5q 

Prairie 

384 

1 

50 

4 

57 

1 

16 

5 

61 

5 

189 

1 

35 

5 

04 

60 

Pulaski 

183 

3 

55 

4 

29 

3 

15 

5 

60 

5 

45 

3 

45 

5 

20 


(iilntlle   •!' 


AEKANSAS 
Recipient    rate,    average    assistance   payment,    and  national   quintile    rank   for  selected  public    assistance  programs,    by  county, 

represents  tne  hlghesc  flfOi  and   -5"  the  lowest  fifth.      A  "9'  was  used   to  Indicate  either  that  Uie  State  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no 


June    1960 

recipients  In   the  county.) 


County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

Beclplent  race 

Average 

payiT.ent 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Eeclplen 

rate 

Average 

code 

Code 

Name 

per  :  erson     1 

Per  r;  Tilly 

Pate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Airount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

C-* 

61 

Randolph 

355 

2 

51 

4 

31 

3 

16 

5 

50 

5 

68 

2 

33 

5 

Oi 

62 

St.   Francis 

436 

1 

53 

4 

54 

2 

15 

3 

66 

5 

134 

1 

43 

5 

Oi 

63 

Saline 

172 

3 

57 

3 

21 

4 

15 

5 

57 

5 

50 

3 

53 

4 

c  ^ 

54 

Scott 

321 

2 

53 

4 

40 

2 

18 

4 

57 

5 

70 

2 

34 

5 

C'i 

65 

Searcy- 

442 

1 

51 

4 

50 

2 

17 

5 

63 

5 

100 

2 

37 

5 

Oil 

56 

Sebastian 

lOR 

4 

55 

4 

7 

5 

15 

5 

59 

5 

14 

5 

45 

5 

C4 

67 

Sevier 

285 

T 

52 

4 

27 

3 

16 

5 

51 

5 

03 

2 

32 

5 

CU 

J8 

Sharp 

379 

1 

54 

4 

6  0 

1 

17 

^ 

56 

5 

128 

1 

35 

5 

C4 

69 

Stone 

479 

1 

51 

4 

71 

1 

18 

4 

55 

5 

109 

1 

35 

5 

r^ 

70 

Union 

22Q 

2 

52 

4 

28 

3 

16 

5 

58 

5 

74 

2 

37 

5 

Ci 

71 

Van  Buren 

423 

1 

54 

4 

53 

2 

16 

5 

57 

5 

189 

1 

35 

5 

C-4 

72 

Washington 

204 

3 

53 

4 

17 

4 

16 

s 

63 

5 

39 

3 

35 

5 

0'' 

73 

White 

323 

2 

54 

4 

25 

3 

18 

4 

50 

5 

69 

2 

35 

5 

0« 

74 

Woodruff 

423 

1 

50 

4 

54 

2 

16 

5 

69 

5 

110 

1 

33 

5 

0^ 

75 

Yell 

356 

2 

52 

4 

29 

3 

17 

5 

50 

5 

65 

2 

32 

5 

CALIFORNIA 
Recipient    rate,    average    assistance  payment,    and  national   quintile    rank    for   sclei 
(OJlnclle   "1"  represents  me  MgJiest   flfui  and   "b"   Lhe  lowest   firm.      A  •9'  "as  used  to  Indicate  either  that 
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ted  public   assistance   programs,    by  county,    June    I960 

the  State  had  no  program  or   that  there  were  no  recipients  In   the  county.) 


State 

County 

OAA 
1 

AFDC 

APTD 

code 

Code 

Name 

Recipient  rate 

Average  payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average  payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average  payment 

Per  nerson 

Per   family 

Rate 

Suln- 
tUe 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Pate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

05 

1 

Alameda 

157 

3 

8v' 

52 

2 

45 

158 

7 

5 

99 

05 

2 

Alpine 

ni* 

3 

8S 

32 

1 

4  2 

90 

lOU 

S 

84 

05 

3 

Amador 

242 

2 

8  9 

31 

3 

44 

148 

11. 

5 

94 

05 

i* 

Butte 

307 

2 

89 

69 

1 

47 

158 

29 

4 

90 

05 

5 

Calaveras 

229 

2 

85 

26 

3 

43 

176 

13 

5 

97 

05 

6 

Colusa 

243 

2 

91 

61 

1 

48 

168 

38 

4 

97 

05 

7 

Contra  Costa 

180 

3 

86 

51 

2 

46 

159 

7 

5 

95 

05 

8 

Del  Norte 

214 

- 

92 

37 

2 

48 

170 

10 

5 

87 

05 

9 

El  Dorado 

231 

2 

90 

37 

2 

48 

151 

6 

5 

76 

05 

10 

Fresno 

247 

2 

9  0 

78 

1 

46 

171 

12 

5 

98 

05 

11 

Glenn 

223 

2 

88 

13 

5 

39 

113 

9 

5 

72 

05 

12 

Humboldt 

206 

3 

90 

37 

2 

46 

156 

10 

5 

94 

05 

13 

Imperial 

202 

3 

88 

43 

2 

41 

147 

17 

5 

87 

05 

14 

Inyo 

256 

2 

90 

55 

44 

145 

21 

5 

80 

05 

15 

Kern 

294 

2 

91 

66 

44 

163 

15 

5 

91 

05 

16 

Kings 

284 

2 

93 

55 

40 

153 

35 

4 

94 

05 

17 

lake 

284 

2 

87 

94 

45 

164 

29 

4 

85 

05 

18 

Iflssen 

227 

2 

85 

36 

41 

139 

18 

5 

71 

05 

19 

Los  Angeles 

185 

3 

90 

32 

3 

45 

163 

10 

5 

94 

05 

20 

Madera 

349 

2 

91 

70 

1 

47 

174 

42 

3 

93 

22 
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Recipient    rate,    average    assistance    payiocnt,     and   national    quintile    rank    for   selected   public    assistance   programs,    by   county,    June    I960 

(Julr.ille   ■!■  represents  zr.e  hlgh.esc   n  fOi  and  ■&"  the  lowest   rirui.      A  "9"  was  used   to   Indicate  either  that  the  State  had  no  progran  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In   the  county.) 


County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

Reclplen 

rate 

Average  payirent 

Beclplen 

Average  payment           ^ 

Peclplent 

rate 

Average 

payment 

code 

Code 

per    lerson     1 

Per   fMilly     1 

Name 

Pate 

tlle 

Ainount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Pate 

9iln- 

tue 

Amount 

*iln- 
Jile 

[■larin 

107 

4 

92 

16 

4 

49 

165 

3 

5 

91 

:i 

11 

Mariposa 

340 

? 

92 

27 

3 

47 

132 

10 

5 

102 

0^ 

?? 

Mendocino 

204 

3 

91 

46 

2 

47 

147 

9 

5 

86 

C: 

?u 

Merced 

^54 

- 

93 

57 

1 

44 

162 

8 

5 

97 

:; 

2^ 

Modoc 

267 

- 

92 

26 

3 

43 

105 

27 

4 

91 

Z'z 

2h 

Mono 

339 

84 

21 

4 

45 

115 

0 

5 

0 

r.  3 

71 

Monterey 

154 

3 

88 

20 

4 

42 

164 

6 

5 

89 

•15 

la 

Ilapa 

122 

4 

91 

33 

2 

44 

150 

8 

5 

86 

I' 5 

2^ 

Nevada 

257 

'- 

87 

45 

2 

45 

146 

49 

3 

93 

0  5 

^  "^ 

Orange 

136 

3 

Sb 

12 

5 

41 

152 

3 

5 

89 

0  5 

-*1 

Placer 

16t 

0  '6 

44 

- 

4b 

153 

12 

5 

88 

C  5 

•^7 

Plumas 

25  1 

' 

78 

45 

2 

42 

152 

31 

4 

89 

C  z 

53 

Riverside 

2  14 

2 

90 

37 

2 

45 

171 

16 

5 

94 

•'■; 

?'• 

Sacramento 

2  08 

3 

90 

43 

2 

46 

157 

12 

5 

89 

0  5 

?5 

San  Benito 

166 

3 

91 

36 

2 

42 

1  44 

5 

5 

96 

-  = 

3 1 

San  Bernardino 

223 

2 

9  0 

49 

2 

45 

168 

10 

5 

96 

■'-. 

?7 

San  Diego 

150 

90 

29 

3 

46 

164 

6 

5 

95 

''  s 

San  Francisco 

137 

3 

88 

62 

1 

45 

165 

12 

5 

86 

:5 

?■? 

San  -foaquin 

223 

'- 

68 

62 

1 

45 

163 

30 

4 

93 

'.^ 

4' 

San  Luis  Obispo 

.'25 

? 

90 

45 

2 

47 

1  57 

13 

5 

96 

CALIFORNIA 

Recipient    rate,    average    assistance    payment,    and    national    quintile    rank    for    selected   public    assistance    programs,    by    county,     June    1960 

represencs  Uie  ttlghesc  fifth  and   "5"   ctie  lowesc   firth,      a  "9"  was  used  to   Indicate  either  that  the  state  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In  the  county,) 
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County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

Reclpler 

t  rate 

Average  paymer.c 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

parmer.  r 

Fec!;;len 

t  rate 

Averag 

Code 

Name 

parent 

code 

per  1  ersor 

Per   Tamlly 

Race 

guln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Q'uln- 
t!le 

Kate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quln- 
tUe 

Anount 

*In- 
tlle 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

0  5 

^1 

San  Mateo 

120 

•* 

91 

2  0 

4 

■.7 

166 

5 

5 

97 

05 

42 

Santa  Bartara 

124 

4 

93 

3  2 

3 

46 

185 

S 

3 

92 

05 

43 

Santa  CLara 

143 

3 

91 

3  ~ 

2 

46 

167 

7 

5 

90 

05 

44 

Santa  Cruz 

202 

3 

90 

40 

2 

45 

142 

27 

4 

97 

0  5 

4  5 

Shasta 

280 

2 

9  0 

48 

2 

47 

147 

7 

5 

94 

0- 

46 

Sierra 

218 

2 

88 

24 

3 

3  9 

1  12 

21* 

1. 

95 

05 

47 

Siskiyou 

260 

2 

9C 

3  1 

3 

44 

153 

2  5 

4 

91 

05 

48 

Solano 

161 

3 

86 

40 

2 

46 

160 

7 

5 

97 

05 

4  = 

Sonoma 

189 

Q 

91 

42 

2 

46 

154 

9 

5 

102 

05 

50 

Stanislaus 

297 

^ 

89 

60 

1 

45 

1  59 

16 

5 

94 

05 

51 

Sutter 

247 

2 

91 

63 

1 

50 

160 

iZ 

4 

91 

05 

52 

Tehama 

265 

2 

92 

63 

1 

46 

155 

31 

i* 

94 

05 

53 

Trinity 

321 

2 

81 

31 

3 

41 

1  54 

^4 

4 

81 

05 

54 

Tulare 

332 

2 

92 

1 

65 

1 

45 

167 

33 

4 

95 

05 

c,  c. 

Tuolumne 

280 

c 

87 

4  8 

2 

50 

149 

It 

5 

89 

05 

56 

Ventura 

172 

3 

89 

32 

3 

44 

162 

7 

5 

93 

05 

^7 

Yolo 

202 

3 

90 

37 

2 

44 

1 

152 

20 

5 

94 

05 

5P 

1 . 

Yuba 

350 

2 

87 

51 

2 

42 

147 

30 

4 

100 

24 


COLORADO 
Recipient    rate,    average   assistance  payinent,    and  national  quintile    rank    for  selected  public   assistance   programs,    by  county,    June    I960 

represents  the  highest   n rth  and   •&»  the  lowest   firth.      A  "9"  was  used   to   Indicate  either  that  the  State  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In  the  county.) 


County 

OAA                 1 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

Reclplen 

race 

Average  payinent 

Beclplen 

rate 

Average 

raymer.  t 

Recipient 

rate 

Average 

payment 

code 

Code 

Name 

Per  r?rsor.     1 

per  ramliy 

Rate 

tlle 

Wnounl 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

9uln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

9jln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

06 

, 

Adans 

311 

i 

95 

14 

u 

3  2 

2 

122 

2 

27 

4 

61 

3 

06 

2 

Alamosa 

511 

1 

6p 

3  0 

3 

d. 

3 

93 

3 

74 

2 

66 

2 

06 

3 

Arapahoe 

269 

2 

10  5 

11 

5 

3^ 

1 

137 

1 

22 

4 

86 

1 

06 

4 

Archuleta 

806 

1 

102 

61 

1 

-' 

4 

87 

4 

76 

2 

55 

3 

06 

5 

Baca 

".31 

1 

101 

1  0 

5 

2  b 

3 

95 

3 

31 

4 

66 

2 

C6 

6 

Bent 

346 

2 

99 

36 

- 

2  S 

? 

119 

2 

65 

2 

tb 

5 

06 

7 

Boulder 

285 

2 

100 

18 

4 

38 

1 

136 

1 

38 

it 

72 

2 

06 

8 

Chaffee 

401 

1 

102 

19 

4 

31 

2 

97 

3 

102 

2 

56 

3 

06 

9 

Cheyenne 

391 

1 

101 

10 

5 

29 

3 

87 

4 

37 

h 

68 

2 

C6 

IC 

Clear  Creelc 

3^7 

1 

97 

41 

2 

37 

1 

130 

2 

26 

U 

62 

3 

06 

11 

Conejos 

839 

1 

100 

81 

1 

24 

3 

105 

3 

179 

1 

54 

3 

06 

12 

Costilla 

999 

1 

102 

78 

1 

27 

3 

109 

2 

147 

1 

45 

5 

C6 

13 

Crowley 

498 

1 

103 

46 

2 

27 

3 

102 

3 

63 

2 

47 

4 

06 

14 

Custer 

591 

1 

94 

21 

k 

20 

4 

57 

5 

71* 

2 

56 

3 

06 

15 

Delta 

567 

1 

100 

54 

2 

29 

3 

122 

2 

124 

1 

53 

4 

06 

15 

Denver 

243 

2 

94 

55 

1 

34 

2 

136 

1 

80 

2 

72 

2 

06 

17 

Dolores 

456 

1 

98 

20 

4 

20 

4 

112 

2 

61 

3 

80 

1 

06 

18 

Douglas 

318 

2 

99 

7 

5 

34 

2 

104 

3 

63 

2 

79 

1 

06 

19 

Eagle 

477 

1 

92 

29 

3 

28 

3 

103 

3 

41 

3 

52 

3 

0  6 

2'- 

Elbert 

343 

2 

108 

13 

5 

37 

1 

93 

3 

U6 

3 

55 

3 

06 

21 

El  Paso 

252 

2 

102 

17 

4 

37 

1 

137 

1 

25 

4 

81 

1 

COLORADO 
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Recipient    rate,    average    assistance   payment,    and   national    (Juintilc    rank    for   selected   public    assistance   programs,    by   county,    June    I960 

Llntlle   "1^  represents  the  highest   f  1  f ch  and   "e-"  t:^-e  lowest   fifth,      a  "9"  was  used  to  Indicate  either  that  the  state  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In   the  county.) 


County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

Recipient  rate 

Average  payrnent 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

parmer,  t 

Reclplen 

t  rate 

Averag 

Code 

Name 

'  payment 

code 

per  person 

Per    r 

i.T!ly 

Rate 

auln- 
tlle 

Amount 

;[uln- 
tlle 

Rate 

Quln- 
me 

Apiount 

Quln- 
tllc 

AT.oun  t 

,T;In- 
tlle 

Rate 

^In- 
tlle 

Amount 

Juln- 
tlle 

06 

22 

Frenont 

4  4  2 

1 

ICC 

36 

2 

30 

2 

112 

2 

b3 

2 

5h 

3 

06 

23 

Garfield 

413 

1 

9V 

lo 

4 

3  2 

2 

129 

2 

45 

3 

82 

1 

06 

2h 

Gilpin 

530 

1 

8« 

0 

5 

0 

- 

0 

9 

76 

2 

63 

2 

C6 

25 

Grand 

260 

2 

99 

7 

5 

36 

1 

144 

1 

20 

5 

53 

2 

06 

26 

Gunnison 

36  7 

I 

112 

14 

4 

3  0 

- 

120 

2 

2U 

4 

69 

2 

06 

27 

Hinsdale 

542 

1 

89 

0 

5 

0 

^ 

0 

9 

3l 

2 

Db 

3 

06 

28 

Huerfano 

677 

1 

95 

135 

1 

29 

J 

111 

2 

209 

1 

50 

4 

06 

29 

Jackson 

377 

1 

98 

20 

4 

41 

1 

111 

2 

1*0 

3 

92 

1 

06 

30 

Jefferson 

224 

2 

99 

6 

^ 

37 

1 

144 

1 

14 

5 

74 

2 

06 

31 

Kiowa 

345 

2 

113 

10 

5 

29 

3 

82 

i+ 

6k 

2 

72 

2 

06 

32 

Kit  Carson 

423 

1 

103 

e 

5 

27 

3 

78 

4 

49 

3 

50 

3 

06 

33 

lake 

345 

2 

81 

7 

5 

28 

3 

104 

3 

13 

5 

74 

2 

06 

34 

Ifl  Plata 

456 

1 

100 

19 

4 

29 

3 

116 

c 

44 

3 

51 

3 

06 

35 

Larimer 

338 

2 

99 

43 

2 

37 

1 

129 

2 

75 

2 

74 

2 

06 

35 

Las  Animas 

584 

1 

100 

118 

1 

28 

3 

1  17 

2 

241 

1 

34 

3 

06 

37 

Lincoln 

438 

1 

100 

18 

4 

27 

3 

99 

3 

69 

2 

67 

2 

06 

38 

Logan 

351 

2 

113 

14 

4 

33 

2 

112 

2 

42 

3 

69 

2 

06 

39 

Mesa 

418 

1 

100 

25 

3 

3  5^ 

1 

131 

2 

49 

3 

55 

2 

06 

40 

Mineral 

949 

1 

75 

0 

5 

0 

9 

0 

9 

0 

5 

0 

9 

05 

41 

Moffat 

373 

1 

94 

15 

4 

35 

1 

137 

1 

21 

5 

47 

4 

06 

42 

Montezuma 

6C7 

1 

99 

33 

2 

32 

2 

127 

2 

59 

3 

62 

3 

26 


COLORADO 
Recipient    race,    average    assiscancc   payment,    and   national   quintile    rank    for   selected  public   assistance   programs,    by   county,    June    1960 

represents  LT.e  highesc  fifth  and   "S"  the  lowest  fifth.      A  "9"  was  used  to  Indicate  either  that  the  state  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In   the  county.) 


Count  y 


Name 


OAA 


Recipient  rate    Average  payment 


Bate        *;"- 


AFDC 


Bectplent   rat-e 


Averagp  payment 

per  cersor     I     per  rajnily 


APTB 


Becl^lent  rate        Average  payraent 


A-3 
44 
45 
46 
47 


56 

57 
58 
59 
6: 
61 
6? 
63 


Montrose 

Morgan 

Otero 

Ouray 

Park 

Phillips 

Pitkin 

Provers 

Pueblo 

Rio  Blanco 

Rio  Grande 

Routt 

Saguache 

San  Juan 

San  I-liguel 

Sed«vlck 

Sunmit 

Teller 

Washington 

Weld 

Tuna 


499 
342 
417 
461 
512 
344 
343 
441 
280 
319 
501 
34B 
69? 
554 

509 
297 

606 

453 

322 

354 

384 


96 

107 

97 

84 

99 

100 

98 

92 

97 

96 

101 

89 

98 

83 

85 

8v 

82 

100 

104 

lOi 

10b 


77 
42 
12« 
6 
12 
25 

10 

20 
16 
34 
16 


32 

3  3 
27 
29 
3  2 
3  2 
21 
26 
31 
36 
27 
31 

2  7 
48 
31 

3  1 
3M 


1  15 

133 

1  19 

131 

97 

116 

64 

98 

126 

121 

111 

119 

«5 

72 

113 

122 

142 

87 

114 

128 

110 


55 

110 

125 

36 

23 

59 

35 

66 

66 

7 

61 

75 

142 

£2 

37 
1*2 

17 

U3 

48 

77 

101 


65 
78 
66 
87 
54 
55 
69 
63 
70 
38 
59 
49 
41 
21 
d7 
63 
108 
69 
80 
66 
65 


2 
1 
3 
1 
3 
3 
2 
2 
2 
3 
3 
4 
5 
5 
3 
4 

1 
2 
1 
2 
2 


CONNECTICUT 
Recipient    rate,    «»er«ge   assistance  payment,    and  national  quintile    rank   for  selected  public   assistance   programs,    by  county,    June    1960 
{Qulntlle  ■!■  represents  tne  highest  fifth  and  "6*  the  lowest  fifth.     A  "9 ■  was  used  to  Indicate  either  that  the  state  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In  the  county.) 
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1 

County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

Reclplen 

t  rate 

Average 

payment   Recipient  rate 

Recipient  rate 

Averag 

Code 

Name 

per  person 

Per  family 

Rate 

(JJln- 

tUe 

Amount 

Quln- 
tlle 

Race 

Quln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quln- 
tlle 

Amount 

iuln- 

Clle 

Kate 

QJlr^ 
tile 

Amount 

Quln- 
tlle 

0  7 

1 

Fairfield 

45 

5 

106 

17 

4 

4  5 

152 

1 

12 

5 

153 

07 

2 

Hartford 

60 

5 

lie 

25 

3 

48 

162 

It 

5 

143 

07 

3 

Utchfleld 

48 

5 

100 

9 

5 

38 

137 

1  1 

5 

8  7 

07 

4 

Middlesex 

107 

4 

89 

15 

4 

40 

144 

18 

5 

122 

07 

5 

New  Haven 

59 

5 

116 

2  8 

3 

47 

153 

17 

5 

109 

07 

6 

New  London 

85 

5 

108 

14 

4 

43 

141 

14 

^ 

105 

07 

7 

Tolland 

74 

5 

108 

10 

5 

44 

1  56 

1  1 

5 

125 

07 

8 

Windham 

105 

4 

106 

21 

4 

44 

153 

25 

^ 

110 

28  DELAWARE 

Recipient    rate,    Kverage   assistance  payment,    and  national   quintile    rank    for  selected  public   assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    1960 

(Qjintlle    ■!■  represencs  me  highest   ft  fch  and   ■&"  the  lowest  fifth.      A  "9"  was  used   to  Indicate  either  that  the  State  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In  the  county.) 


Count  y 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

ReclpIenL  rate 

Average  payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average  payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average  payment 

code 

Code 

Name 

per   >erson 

Per   r  mllr 

Rate 

tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Suln- 
tlle 

Rate 

9iln- 
tlle 

Amount 

*ln- 
tlle 

C8 
08 
^■8 

1 
2 

3 

Kent 

New  Castle 

Sussex 

55 
28 
48 

5 
5 
5 

48 
51 
48 

4 
4 
4 

22 
34 
18 

3 
2 
4 

22 
23 

20 

4 
4 
4 

89 
8fe 
91 

3 
4 
3 

13 
15 
15 

5 
5 
5 

61 
59 
57 

3 
2 

3 

DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 
Recipient    rate,    average    assistance  payment,    and  national  quintile    rank   for  selected  public   assistance   programs,    by  county,    June    i960 
{pulntlle    ■!•  represents  the  highest  fifth  and   ■&■  the  lowest  fifth.      A  '9"  was  used   to  Indicate  either  that  tr.e  state  had  no  progran  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In   the  county.) 


County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

Recipient  rate 

Average  payment 

Recipient  rate 

Avfr3,p  raymer-.' 

Recipient  rste 

Code 

Name 

Per  rer?or. 

Per   f^-Uy 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

^In- 
cile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

.Amount 

Qjln- 
tlle 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

*Jln- 
tllc 

0  9 

1 

District  of  Columbia 

45 

5 

65 

3 

7^ 

1 

3? 

1=10 

1 

58 

3 

75 

2 

FLORIDA 
Recipient    rute,    ■verage   assistance   payment,    and  national   quintile    rank   for  selec 
((JJlntlle   ■!•  represents   the  highest   f  1  rtii  and   •&«  the  lowest  firoi.      a  "g"  was  used  to  Indicate  either  tha 
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ted  public   assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    I960 

t  the  State  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In  the  county.) 


State 

County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

pajinent 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

Code 

Name 

payment 

code 

Per    erson 

per   r,  mlly 

Bate 

Uiiln- 
tlle 

AEOunt 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

(Jjli>- 
tUe 

AmouTit 

Quin- 
tile 

10 

1 

Alfichua 

380 

1 

60 

3 

77 

1 

16 

5 

5  9 

5 

54 

3 

64 

2 

10 

2 

Baker 

524 

1 

60 

3 

69 

1 

18 

4 

63 

5 

103 

2 

69 

2 

10 

3 

Bay 

329 

2 

59 

3 

40 

2 

17 

5 

59 

5 

34 

4 

67 

2 

10 

4 

Bradford 

510 

1 

64 

3 

102 

1 

16 

5 

57 

5 

127 

1 

68 

2 

10 

5 

Brevard 

89 

4 

54 

4 

18 

4 

15 

5 

61 

5 

10 

5 

54 

3 

10 

6 

Broward 

36 

5 

56 

3 

37 

2 

16 

5 

65 

5 

12 

5 

73 

2 

10 

7 

Calhoim 

602 

1 

56 

3 

117 

1 

17 

5 

64 

5 

219 

1 

61 

3 

10 

8 

Charlotte 

58 

5 

57 

3 

28 

3 

18 

4 

59 

5 

18 

5 

68 

2 

10 

9 

Citrus 

181 

3 

56 

3 

50 

2 

16 

5 

51 

5 

70 

2 

68 

2 

10 

10 

Clay 

158 

3 

62 

3 

49 

2 

15 

5 

66 

5 

52 

3 

60 

3 

10 

11 

CoUier 

91 

4 

55 

4 

20 

4 

17 

5 

62 

5 

20 

5 

62 

3 

10 

12 

Columbia 

451 

1 

58 

3 

76 

1 

17 

5 

59 

5 

114 

1 

61 

3 

10 

13 

Dade 

73 

5 

65 

3 

25 

3 

18 

i4 

71 

4 

19 

5 

70 

2 

10 

14 

DeSoto 

133 

4 

48 

4 

23 

3 

15 

5 

55 

5 

46 

3 

59 

3 

10 

15 

Dixie 

511 

1 

58 

3 

78 

1 

16 

5 

60 

5 

69 

2 

89 

1 

10 

16 

Duval 

251 

2 

54 

4 

49 

2 

16 

5 

59 

5 

42 

3 

62 

3 

10 

17 

Escambia 

335 

2 

59 

3 

64 

1 

16 

5 

60 

5 

43 

3 

66 

2 

10 

18 

Flagler 

200 

3 

50 

4 

48 

2 

14 

5 

64 

5 

21 

5 

63 

2 

10 

19 

Franklin 

314 

2 

59 

3 

43 

2 

18 

4 

59 

5 

60 

3 

68 

2 

10 

20 

Gadsden 

267 

2 

54 

4 

54 

2 

13 

5 

56 

5 

72 

2 

54 

3 

30 


[Virtue   •!' 


FLORIDA 
Recipient    rate,    average   assistance  paynient,    and  national  quintile    rank   for  selected  public  assistance  programs,    by  county,    June   I960 

represents  ihe  highest  fifth  and  "S"  the  lowest   fifth.      A  '9*  was  used  to  indicate  either  that  the  state  had  no  program  or  that  there 'were  no  recipients  In  the  county,) 


State 
code 


13 

21 

IC 

22 

10 

2  3 

10 

24 

10 

25 

10 

26 

10 

27 

10 

28 

IC 

29 

10 

3  ' 

10 

31 

10 

32 

10 

33 

10 

34 

10 

35 

10 

36 

10 

37 

10 

36 

10 

39 

10 

4  0 

Count  y 


Gilchrist 
Glades 
Guli- 
Hamilton 

Hardee 

Hendry 

Hernando 

Highlands 

Hillsborough 

Holmes 

Indian  River 

Jackson 

Jefferson 

Lafayette 

Lake 

l£e 

Leon 

Levy 

Liberty 

t^adlson 


Recipient  rate 


Bate 


546 
328 
426 
522 

305 
322 
184 
114 
148 
680 
90 
606 
603 
524 
97 
85 
382 
465 
582 
601 


9iln- 
tllc 


Average  payment 


63 
54 
60 
53 

60 
60 
57 
54 
5  3 
62 
61 
58 
54 
53 
52 
57 
56 
58 
59 
56 


Quin- 
tile 


Recipient  rate 


Rate 


103 
49 
54 
60 

39 
41 
7b 
33 
32 

114 
60 
92 
83 

103 
30 
20 
57 
99 

109 

114 


Quin- 
tile 


f"  t 


Average  payment 

per  raimly" 


16 
18 
18 
17 

16 

18 
17 
16 
16 
18 
17 
16 
15 
17 
16 
17 
15 
17 
20 
17 


Quin- 
tile 


54 
71 
61 
63 

66 
55 
55 
54 
60 
67 
70 
61 
63 
53 
61 
65 
57 
57 
72 
57 


Quln- 
tlle 


APTD 


Recipient  rate 


Rate 


136 

Ul 

101 

110 

38 
54 

57 

35 

36 

236 

46 

161 

123 

165 

33 

18 

38 

154 

227 

167 


(Jjln- 
tlle 


Average  payment 


64 
62 
63 
61 

58 
59 
67 
56 
58 
72 
75 
63 
59 
69 
69 
69 
64 
58 
60 
66 


ftjln- 
tue 


FLORIDA 
Recipient    rate,    average   assistance  payment,    and  national   quintile    rank   for  selected  public  assistance  programs,    by  county, 
represents  Uie  highest  rirth  and  ■&■  the  lowest  fifth.     A  '9'  was  used  to  Indicate  either  that  the  State  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no 
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June   1960 

recipients  In  Qie  counqr, ) 


State 

County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

Recipient  rate 

Average  payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

Code 

Name 

parent 

code 

per  t  erson     1 

Per  rmlly 

Rate 

Quln- 
tUe 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Aj^ount 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

(JJln- 
tlle 

Amount 

9J1D- 

tlle 

10 

41 

Manatee 

60 

5 

58 

3 

28 

3 

17 

5 

63 

5 

20 

5 

72 

2 

10 

42 

Marion 

306 

2 

59 

3 

119 

1 

16 

5 

52 

5 

113 

1 

54 

2 

10 

43 

Martin 

89 

4 

53 

4 

56 

1 

16 

5 

55 

5 

43 

3 

70 

2 

10 

44 

Monroe 

174 

3 

58 

3 

17 

4 

15 

5 

53 

5 

15 

6 

51 

3 

10 

45 

Nassau 

350 

2 

58 

3 

71 

1 

15 

5 

58 

5 

75 

2 

51 

3 

10 

46 

Okaloosa 

469 

1 

5b 

3 

28 

3 

16 

5 

57 

5 

49 

3 

53 

2 

10 

47 

Okeechobee 

364 

1 

73 

2 

51 

2 

17 

5 

58 

5 

40 

3 

70 

2 

10 

48 

Orange 

105 

4 

57 

3 

35 

2 

16 

5 

61 

5 

20 

5 

64 

2 

10 

49 

Osceola 

108 

4 

56 

3 

52 

1 

16 

5 

57 

5 

52 

3 

62 

3 

10 

50 

Palm  Beach 

60 

5 

57 

3 

34 

2 

16 

5 

61 

5 

15 

5 

58 

3 

10 

51 

Pasco 

91 

4 

56 

3 

58 

1 

17 

5 

63 

5 

47 

3 

54 

2 

10 

52 

Pinellas 

33 

5 

58 

3 

33 

2 

16 

5 

51 

5 

13 

5 

62 

3 

10 

53 

Polk 

145 

3 

55 

4 

31 

3 

17 

6 

59 

5 

32 

4 

59 

3 

10 

54 

Putnam 

359 

1 

50 

3 

112 

1 

17 

5 

58 

5 

92 

2 

63 

2 

10 

55 

St.    Johns 

218 

2 

61 

3 

64 

1 

16 

5 

51 

5 

27 

4 

84 

1 

10 

56 

St.    Lucie 

115 

4 

58 

3 

75 

1 

16 

5 

54 

5 

32 

4 

71 

2 

10 

57 

Santa  Rosa 

536 

1 

60 

3 

54 

2 

17 

5 

60 

5 

78 

2 

73 

2 

10 

58 

Sarasota 

37 

5 

55 

4 

24 

3 

16 

5 

50 

5 

14 

5 

57 

2 

10 

59 

Seminole 

195 

3 

55 

4 

52 

2 

15 

5 

60 

5 

33 

4 

53 

2 

10 

60 

Sumter 

431 

1 

56 

3 

78 

1 

15 

5 

57 

5 

120 

1 

53 

2 

32  FLORIDA 

Recipient    rate,    averftge   assistance  payment,    and  national   quintile    rank    For  selected  public   assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    1960 

(^Intlle   ■!■   represents  Lfie  ftlgbesc  f  1  f Ui  and   "S"  the  iowest  firth,      a  '9'  was  used  to  Indicate  either  ttiat  the  state  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no  reclplants  In   the  county.] 


County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

Recipient  race 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

Daymen  t 

Beclplen 

race 

Average 

payment 

cod* 

Code 

Name 

per    ierson 

Per  r  mlly 

Rate 

«Jln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

9iln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

10 

61 

Suwannee 

524 

57 

3 

65 

1 

16 

5 

59 

5 

110 

1 

63 

2 

10 

62 

Taylor 

447 

56 

3 

77 

1 

17 

5 

56 

5 

128 

1 

60 

3 

10 

63 

Union 

547 

65 

3 

97 

1 

17 

c 

61 

5 

97 

2 

72 

2 

IC 

64 

Volusia 

84 

56 

3 

59 

1 

16 

5 

58 

5 

43 

3 

67 

2 

10 

65 

Wakulla 

574 

62 

3 

85 

1 

16 

5 

59 

5 

103 

2 

57 

3 

10 

66 

Walton 

515 

67 

2 

134 

1 

17 

5 

51 

5 

190 

1 

80 

1 

10 

67 

Washington 

609 

62 

3 

111 

1 

17 

5 

56 

5 

162 

1 

65 

2 

OEOEGIA 
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Recipient  rate,  average  assistance  payment,  and  national  quintile  rank  for  selected  public  assistance  prograns,  by  county,  June  I960 


(^1 

ntlle    «!• 

represents  the  highest   fifth  and   «5'  the  lowest   fifth.      A  -g" 

was  used 

to  Indicate  either  tha 

the  state  had  nc 

prograffl  or  that  there 

were  no  recipients  In  the  county.) 

St.tt 

County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

Rectplen 

t  rate 

Average  payment 

Feclplent  rate 

Average  payment 

Recipient  rate 

Code 

Name 

Average  payment 

code 

per  iierson 

Per  •  mlly 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Bate 

auln- 
tlle 

Amount 

yuln- 
tUe 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

ajln- 

tlle 

Amount 

»Jln- 
tlle 

1 

Appling 

357 

2 

43 

5 

54 

1 

23 

4 

95 

3 

205 

48 

4 

2 

Atkinson 

530 

1 

48 

4 

155 

1 

23 

4 

93 

3 

343 

51 

4 

3 

Bacon 

498 

1 

50 

4 

84 

1 

2i 

4 

90 

3 

254 

52 

4 

4 

Baker 

533 

1 

47 

4 

32 

3 

23 

4 

90 

3 

262 

50 

4 

5 

Baldwin 

107 

4 

44 

5 

15 

4 

22 

4 

94 

3 

38 

50 

4 

6 

Banks 

423 

1 

45 

5 

43 

2 

24 

3 

88 

3 

152 

50 

4 

7 

Barrow 

388 

1 

45 

5 

18 

4 

23 

4 

98 

3 

50 

51 

4 

8 

Bartov 

323 

2 

43 

5 

15 

4 

23 

4 

85 

4 

50 

49 

4 

9 

Ben  HIU 

384 

1 

46 

5 

21 

4 

23 

4 

91 

3 

125 

51 

4 

10 

Berrien 

302 

2 

46 

5 

17 

4 

21 

4 

84 

4 

100 

49 

4 

11 

Bibb 

267 

2 

45 

5 

24 

3 

23 

4 

85 

4 

95 

53 

4 

12 

Bleckley- 

462 

1 

46 

5 

27 

3 

25 

3 

84 

4 

114 

52 

4 

13 

Brantley 

352 

1 

42 

5 

42 

2 

24 

3 

89 

3 

171 

44 

5 

14 

Brooks 

395 

1 

45 

5 

25 

3 

22 

4 

84 

4 

149 

49 

4 

15 

Bryan 

532 

1 

44 

5 

60 

1 

23 

4 

88 

3 

225 

49 

4 

16 

BuUoch 

314 

2 

45 

5 

15 

4 

23 

4 

90 

3 

115 

51 

4 

17 

Burke 

446 

1 

46 

5 

22 

3 

23 

4 

94 

3 

105 

49 

4 

18 

Butts 

354 

2 

45 

5 

20 

4 

22 

4 

85 

4 

129 

48 

4 

19 

Calhoun 

459 

1 

46 

5 

17 

4 

23 

4 

85 

4 

155 

50 

4 

20 

Camden 

389 

1 

40 

5 

16 

4 

25 

3 

82 

4 

84 

48 

4 

_ 
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(EORGIA 
Recipient    rate,    average   assistance  paynent,    and  national   quintile    rank    for  selected  public   assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    I960 

represents   LT.e  highest   fifth  and   •&■  the  lowest  fifth.      A  '9'  was  used   to  Indicate  either  that   the  State  had  no  program  or   that   there  were  no  recipients  In   th«  counQr.) 


21 
22 
23 

24 

25 
26 

27 

28 
29 

3  0 

31 

32 

3  3 

34 

35 

36 

Z-' 

38 

39 

40 


Count  y 


Candler 

Carroll 

Catoosa 

Charlton 

Chatham 

Chat  tahoo  che  e 

Chattooga 

Cherokee 

Clarke 

Clay 

Clayton 

Clinch 

Cohb 

Coffee 

Colquitt 

Coluinbia 

Cook 

Coveta 

Crawford 

Crisp 


OAA 


Recipient  rate     Average  payment 


540 
385 
282 
538 
265 
470 
395 

348 
299 

363 
289 
401 
215 
388 
339 
453 
451 
390 
54Q 
460 


Quin- 
tile^ 


48 
46 
45 
47 
48 
46 
47 

47 
47 

46 
49 
43 
47 
47 
48 
46 
47 
47 
47 
49 


Quin- 
tile 


AFDC 


Recipient  rate 


38 
39 
17 
61 
23 
9 
47 

50 
17 

7 
12 
66 

6 
46 
31 
68 
40 
31 
20 
33 


Average  payment 


per  person     I     per  family' 


25 
24 

24 

24 

22 
24 

24 
22 
23 
22 
22 
24 
24 
2i 
24 
24 
23 
25 
24 


CfJln- 
tlle 


Amount     *'"- 
tile 


93 
85 
84 
84 
68 
86 

91 
79 

101 
84 

100 
88 
92 
94 
92 
93 
86 
79 
80 


APTD 


Recipient  rate        Average  payment 


261 

126 

46 

152 

103 

17 

94 

83 
81 

120 

39 

90 

27 

126 

108 

247 

229 

121 

185 

141 


auln- 
tue 


52 
48 
54 
51 
55 
46 
51 

48 
50 
49 
50 
50 
50 
50 
50 
49 
52 
48 
53 
53 


quln- 
tue 


(20FGIA 
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Recipient    rate>    average  assistance  payment}    and  national  quintile    rank   for  selected  public  assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    1960 

(Ljulntlle   »i"  represents  tJie  highest  fifth  and   "S"  the  lowest  fifth.      A  '9'  was  used  to  indicate  either  that  the  State  had  no  program  or  Lhat  there  were  no  recipients  in  the  county.) 


County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

ReclplenL  rate 

Average 

pajment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

code 

Code 

Name 

l-er  ;  erson 

Per  famlls 

payment 

Rate 

9;ln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

quin- 
tile 

Ajnount 

Quln- 
tUe 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

(JJln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

*1 

Dade 

412 

44 

5 

56 

1 

23 

4 

90 

3 

178 

1 

47 

4 

itZ 

Oavson 

545 

48 

4 

49 

2 

24 

3 

88 

3 

141 

1 

49 

4 

43 

Decatur 

357 

45 

5 

17 

4 

23 

4 

79 

4 

93 

2 

49 

4 

44 

DeKalb 

143 

49 

4 

10 

5 

22 

4 

87 

4 

26 

4 

53 

4 

45 

Dodge 

480 

47 

4 

73 

1 

23 

4 

91 

3 

259 

1 

50 

4 

45 

Dooly 

445 

4  7 

4 

36 

' 

23 

4 

78 

4 

157 

1 

50 

4 

47 

Dougherty- 

363 

48 

4 

14 

4 

22 

4 

86 

4 

71 

2 

53 

4 

48 

Douglas 

371 

50 

4 

25 

3 

2i 

4 

85 

4 

101 

2 

51 

4 

49 

Early 

540 

47 

4 

32 

3 

25 

3 

85 

4 

214 

1 

51 

4 

50 

Echols 

450 

51 

4 

60 

1 

24 

3 

82 

4 

185 

1 

47 

4 

51 

Effingham 

393 

46 

5 

60 

1 

24 

3 

92 

3 

211 

1 

48 

4 

52 

Elbert 

395 

49 

4 

52 

2 

24 

3 

89 

3 

173 

1 

51 

4 

53 

Qnanuel 

509 

47 

4 

38 

2 

24 

3 

82 

4 

152 

1 

50 

4 

54 

Evans 

380 

49 

4 

47 

2 

22 

4 

89 

3 

115 

1 

53 

4 

55 

Fannin 

336 

45 

5 

33 

2 

23 

4 

86 

4 

84 

2 

49 

4 

56 

Fayette 

404 

45 

5 

40 

2 

23 

4 

91 

3 

116 

1 

54 

3 

57 

Floyd 

277 

45 

5 

21 

4 

23 

4 

88 

3 

70 

2 

53 

4 

58 

Forsyth 

457 

49 

4 

54 

2 

24 

3 

87 

4 

118 

1 

52 

4 

59 

Franklin 

463 

49 

4 

57 

1 

22 

4 

88 

3 

222 

1 

51 

4 

6C 

Fulton 

202 

3 

48 

4 

31 

3 

23 

4 

87 

4 

90 

2 

55 

3 
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GEORGIA 
tional   quintiie    rank    for  selec 

was  used  to  Indicate  either  that 


ted  public   assi 
the  State  had  no 


stance  programs,    by  county, 

program  or  that  there  were  no 


June    I960 

recipients  In  the  county.) 


County 


Name 


OAA 


Recipient  rate 


Rate 


Quin- 
tiie 


Average  parent 


Quln- 
tllc 


AFDC 


Recipient  rate 


(Juln- 
tUc 


Average  payment 


per  person 


ftoln- 
tlle 


Per  ramlly 


Quin- 
tiie 


APTD 


Recipient  rate 


Hate 


Average  payment 


61 
62 

63 
64 
65 
66 
67 
58 
69 
70 
71 
72 
73 
74 
75 

76 

77 

78 
79 
80 


Gilmer 

Glascock 

Glynn 

Gordon 

Grady 

Greene 

Gvlnnett 

Habersham 

Hall 

Hancock 

H£iralBon 

Harris 

Hart 

Heard 

Henry 

Houston 

Iivln 

Jackson 

Jasper 

Jeff  Davis 


429 
590 
212 
359 
334 
404 
382 
381 
330 
452 
403 
378 
525 
529 
354 

371 
434 

425 
441 
415 


47 
50 
42 
46 
45 
45 
48 
47 
48 
45 
49 
45 
51 
45 
47 

50 
48 
48 
45 
48 


56 
81 
11 
30 
16 
40 
35 
44 
29 
15 
42 
33 
68 
43 
11 

13 
45 
30 
16 
50 


24 
24 
21 
23 
24 
ZZ 
24 
ZZ 
24 
25 
24 
21 
24 
24 
22 

23 
23 
23 
26 
ZZ 


86 
79 
95 
90 
96 
98 
90 
92 
87 
73 
89 
85 
85 
87 
98 

82 
93 
82 
75 
92 


168 

481 

59 

78 

64 

230 

93 

89 

78 

161 

124 

169 

240 

127 

86 

34 
142 
123 
188 
126 


52 

51 
51 
50 
48 
46 
49 
51 
50 
48 
52 
47 
52 
48 
50 

51 

51 
50 
50 
50 
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represents  Lhe  highest   flfUi  and   •&"   C^e  lowest   firth.      A  '9 


ional   quintile    rank    for   selected   public   assistance   programs,    by   county,    June    I960 

as  used   to   lnaicat:e  either  tfiat  the  State  had  no  program  or  tr.at  there  wre  no  recipients  In    trie  county.) 


Scite 

County 

OAA 

ATOC 

APTD 

Code 

Na»c 

fieclplenc  rate 

Average  paymen: 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Averag 

code 

per  cersor. 

Per  r  mlly 

payment 

F.ale 

tlle 

uno'^.  c 

k-uln- 
tlle 

Fate 

Sulri- 
tlle 

Ainoimt 

;^ln- 
tlle 

Amount 

^Jlr(- 

tne 

Fate 

>;lr,- 

Art.c'^-.: 

tile 

SI 

Jefferson 

503 

48 

if 

52 

2 

24 

3 

89 

3 

222 

50 

4 

82 

Jenkins 

426 

4? 

3 

1^ 

4 

26 

3 

87 

4 

118 

52 

4 

81 

Johnson 

525 

51 

4 

67 

1 

24 

3 

89 

3 

211 

56 

3 

84 

Jones 

407 

44 

5 

25 

3 

22 

4 

87 

4 

62 

49 

4 

85 

Tflmnr 

391 

47 

4 

19 

4 

21 

4 

84 

4 

112 

51 

4 

85 

Lanier 

505 

47 

i* 

45 

2 

23 

4 

83 

4 

217 

48 

4 

87 

Lflurens 

417 

48 

i. 

23 

3 

24 

3 

86 

4 

122 

51 

4 

88 

Lee 

483 

47 

4 

5 

5 

26 

3 

71 

4 

109 

51 

4 

89 

Uberty 

560 

43 

5 

75 

1 

Zi 

4 

90 

3 

137 

48 

4 

90 

Lincoln 

515 

47 

4 

23 

-1 

24 

3 

82 

4 

145 

48 

4 

91 

Long 

517 

45 

5 

41 

2 

21 

4 

90 

3 

214 

52 

4 

92 

Lowndes 

386 

47 

4 

30 

3 

24 

3 

87 

4 

125 

52 

4 

9^ 

Lumpkin 

533 

46 

5 

55 

1 

23 

4 

97 

3 

128 

50 

4 

94 

McOaffie 

485 

48 

4 

57 

1 

24 

3 

86 

4 

259 

51 

4 

95 

Mcintosh 

447 

43 

5 

51 

2 

22 

4 

89 

3 

165 

50 

4 

96 

Macon 

469 

46 

5 

24 

3 

25 

3 

84 

4 

205 

49 

4 

97 

Madison 

582 

49 

4 

52 

2 

25 

3 

91 

3 

164 

53 

4 

98 

Marion 

620 

48 

4 

77 

1 

24 

3 

86 

4 

223 

49 

4 

9° 

Meriwether 

379 

45 

5 

23 

3 

2  3 

4 

89 

3 

142 

48 

4 

100 

Miller 

454 

47J 

4 

14 

4 

25 

3 

89 

3 

159 

53 

4 

38 
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June    1960 

0  recipients  in  the  councy,) 


^ 

Count  y 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

Recipient  rate 

Average  pajment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

code 

Code 

Name 

per  iierson 

Per   family 

Fate 

tlle 

Amount 

^!n- 
tUe 

Fate 

Quin- 
tile 

Ait.ount 

Ouln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Suln- 
tUe 

Rate 

(Jiln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

101 

Mitchell 

itil 

47 

4 

iZ 

3 

23 

4 

94 

3 

172 

52 

4 

132 

Monroe 

357 

46 

5 

29 

3 

20 

' 

80 

4 

102 

48 

4 

103 

Montgomery 

500 

48 

4 

88 

1 

24 

3 

85 

4 

300 

50 

4 

l^a 

Morgan 

437 

48 

4 

37 

2 

23 

4 

95 

3 

155 

52 

4 

1:5 

Murray 

379 

44 

5 

24 

3 

24 

3 

88 

3 

104 

50 

4 

1-6 

Muscogee 

258 

47 

4 

19 

4 

24 

3 

86 

4 

59 

54 

3 

1  C"^ 

Newton 

390 

45 

5 

20 

4 

22 

4 

94 

3 

69 

51 

4 

loe. 

Oconee 

373 

44 

5 

31 

3 

22 

4 

86 

4 

104 

46 

4 

ICQ 

Oglethorpe 

450 

45 

5 

34 

2 

21 

4 

89 

3 

180 

49 

4 

II"' 

Paulding 

508 

47 

4 

32 

3 

22 

4 

88 

3 

163 

51 

4 

111 

Peach 

422 

47 

4 

36 

2 

'' 

4 

85 

4 

103 

52 

4 

112 

Picl-.ens 

325 

43 

5 

50 

2 

23 

4 

84 

4 

99 

49 

4 

113 

Pierce 

367 

4b 

5 

31 

3 

22 

4 

93 

3 

130 

51 

4 

ll'- 

Pike 

443 

46 

5 

38 

2 

25 

3 

86 

4 

159 

62 

4 

115 

PoLk 

345 

46 

5 

45 

2 

24 

3 

83 

4 

132 

51 

4 

116 

Pulaski 

532 

46 

5 

50 

2 

23 

4 

88 

3 

115 

46 

4 

117 

Putnam 

512 

48 

4 

24 

3 

25 

3 

88 

3 

156 

51 

4 

11<? 

Quitman 

573 

52 

4 

104 

1 

22 

4 

94 

3 

283 

51 

4 

119 

Rabun 

468 

50 

4 

77 

1 

24 

3 

92 

3 

248 

52 

4 

12  0 

Randolph 

430 

42 

5 

8 

5 

27 

3 

77 

4 

86 

47 

4 

GEORGIA 
Recipient  rate,  average  assistance  payment,  and  national  quintile  rank  for  selected  public  assistance  prograns,  by  county,  June  1960 


39 


(*1 

nclle    -1" 

represents  the  Highest   fifth  and   "5"  the  lowest  firth.      A  "9 

was  used 

to  Indicate  either  that  the  State  had  no  program  or  that  there 

were  no  reclplenta  In  the  county.) 

County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

Stite 

Recipient  rate 

Average  payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average  oavwent 

Recipient  rate 

code 

Code 

Name 

per  person 

~PeT  ramlly 

Average  payment 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Race 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Qull^ 
tile 

Rate 

*1I>- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

KU 

Richmond 

250 

2 

46 

5 

20 

4 

23 

4 

88 

3 

82 

52 

4 

122 

Rockdale 

376 

48 

4 

18 

4 

23 

4 

89 

3 

102 

52 

4 

123 

Schley 

509 

44 

5 

38 

2 

25 

3 

88 

3 

105 

47 

4 

124 

Screven 

433 

45 

5 

17 

4 

24 

3 

87 

4 

156 

48 

4 

125 

Seminole 

467 

44 

5 

23 

3 

22 

4 

82 

4 

153 

49 

4 

1  ] 

126 

Spalding 

290 

45 

5 

39 

2 

23 

4 

92 

3 

131 

60 

4 

127 

Stephens 

436 

47 

4 

44 

2 

24 

3 

85 

4 

138 

50 

4 

128 

Stewart 

493 

47 

4 

14 

4 

24 

3 

71 

4 

164 

I 

50 

4 

129 

Sumter 

366 

45 

5 

25 

3 

23 

4 

82 

4 

91 

52 

4 

130 

Talbot 

383 

41 

5 

39 

2 

20 

4 

77 

4 

144 

43 

5 

131 

Taliaferro 

508 

45 

5 

57 

1 

24 

3 

94 

3 

234 

50 

4 

132 

Tattnall 

373 

46 

5 

48 

2 

23 

4 

86 

4 

120 

46 

4 

133 

Taylor 

548 

46 

5 

21 

4 

2Z 

4 

73 

4 

219 

51 

4 

134 

Telfair 

574 

50 

4 

91 

1 

24 

3 

94 

3 

139 

53 

4 

135 

Terrell 

505 

47 

4 

15 

4 

25 

3 

79 

4 

225 

50 

4 

136 

Thomas 

347 

46 

5 

30 

3 

23 

4 

87 

4 

100 

50 

4 

137 

Tift 

394 

48 

4 

28 

3 

23 

4 

84 

4 

137 

53 

4 

138 

Toombs 

346 

47 

4 

47 

2 

22 

4 

84 

4 

138 

49 

4 

13° 

Towns 

530 

47 

4 

82 

1 

23 

4 

85 

4 

307 

48 

4 

140 

Treutlen 

643 

48 

4 

72 

1 

23 

4 

87 

4 

414 

48 

4 
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recipients  in   the  county.} 


Count  y 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

Stttc 

recipient  rate 

Average 

ja^ent 

Reclplen 

t  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

code 

Cods 

Nane 

per  person 

Per  family 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

jUCOUJlt 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

SJln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

1.1 

Troup 

357 

46 

5 

17 

4 

24 

3 

80 

4 

126 

1 

51 

U 

142 

Tjnier 

417 

49 

4 

4  1 

2 

22 

4 

82 

4 

151 

1 

52 

4 

143 

Tsrtsgs 

452 

46 

5 

24 

3 

23 

4 

96 

3 

160 

1 

50 

i* 

144 

Union 

465 

44 

5 

63 

1 

23 

4 

90 

3 

156 

1 

46 

4 

145 

Upson 

393 

47 

4 

24 

3 

22 

4 

87 

4 

93 

2 

53 

4 

146 

Walker 

291 

47 

4 

3  J 

3 

24 

3 

91 

3 

67 

2 

51 

4 

147 

Walton 

379 

47 

4 

2  b 

3 

24 

3 

88 

3 

103 

2 

50 

4 

148 

Ware 

325 

47 

4 

30 

3 

22 

4 

85 

4 

134 

51 

4 

140 

Warren 

50? 

47 

4 

20 

4 

25 

3 

79 

4 

232 

53 

4 

15- 

Washington 

458 

46 

5 

33 

2 

23 

4 

82 

4 

200 

50 

4 

151 

Wayne 

346 

48 

4 

43 

2 

22 

4 

94 

3 

93 

52 

4 

152 

Webster 

447 

43 

5 

21 

4 

22 

4 

106 

3 

75 

51 

4 

153 

Wheeler 

579 

51 

4 

151 

1 

23 

4 

99 

3 

403 

49 

4 

154 

White 

429 

46 

5 

46 

2 

23 

4 

97 

3 

123 

48 

4 

155 

Whitfield 

3*8 

47 

4 

36 

2 

23 

4 

86 

4 

77 

50 

4 

156 

Wilcox 

503 

48 

4 

76 

1 

23 

4 

89 

3 

265 

49 

4 

157 

Wilkes 

503 

46 

5 

24 

3 

24 

3 

88 

3 

191 

50 

4 

15B 

Wilkinson 

489 

44 

5 

24 

3 

25 

3 

92 

3 

153 

52 

4 

I'-y 

Worth 

419 

47 


4 

23 

3 

24 

3 

93 

3 

111 

51 

4 
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Count  y 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

Reclplenl  rate 

Average  payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average  payrr.ent 

Recipient  rate 

Code 

Name 

Average  payment 

code 

per  1  erson 

Per   riin\ly 

Rale 

Quln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quln- 
tlle 

Rate 

Quln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Qjln- 
tlle 

Rate 

^In- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quln- 
tlle 

12 
12 
12 
12 

1 
2 

5 

Hawaii 

Honolulu 

Kauai 

Maui 

58 
42 

77 
61 

5 
5 

5 
5 

51 
67 
6'. 
69 

4 
2 

2 

35 
29 
35 
23 

2 
3 
2 
3 

30 
34 
3? 
32 

2 
2 

2 
2 

118 
133 
119 
124 

2 

1 

2 

52 
25 
52 
32 

3 

4 
3 
4 

58 
84 
68 
61 

3 
1 
2 

3 

42 
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represenis  Lne  hlgjiesc   fifth  and   "5"   the  lowest  flfUi.      A  "9"  was  used  to  Indicate  either  that  the  State  i\ad  no  program  or  that  there  were  no  reclptenta  in   the  county.) 


County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

Reclplen 

z  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average  payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

code 

Code 

Name 

per    lerson 

Per  r  illy 

Rate 

9uln- 
tlle 

ABOunt 

Quin- 
tile 

Pace 

9uln- 
tlle 

Amount 

4uln- 
tile 

AlQQunt 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

Uiln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

13 

1 

Ada 

97 

4 

66 

3 

19 

4 

42 

159 

19 

5 

74 

2 

13 

2 

Adams 

125 

4 

59 

3 

10 

5 

31 

119 

'•5 

3 

73 

2 

1  5 

3 

BannocX 

94 

4 

72 

2 

25 

3 

42 

152 

23 

4 

80 

1 

1  3 

4 

BeajT  lake 

103 

4 

67 

2 

6 

5 

49 

128 

26 

1* 

66 

2 

13 

5 

Benewah 

157 

3 

60 

3 

29 

3 

35 

137 

47 

3 

50 

4 

13 

6 

Bingham 

101 

4 

62 

3 

26 

3 

38 

138 

29 

4 

70 

2 

13 

7 

Blaine 

121 

4 

61 

3 

12 

5 

30 

106 

36 

I. 

57 

3 

13 

8 

Boise 

129 

4 

61 

3 

16 

4 

44 

156 

12 

5 

86 

1 

13 

9 

Bonner 

143 

3 

75 

2 

19 

U 

41 

153 

37 

4 

62 

1 

13 

10 

Bonneville 

98 

4 

63 

3 

13 

5 

42 

153 

2Z 

4 

76 

1 

13 

11 

Boundary 

188 

3 

61 

3 

20 

4 

31 

100 

37 

4 

62 

3 

13 

12 

Butte 

71 

5 

62 

3 

14 

4 

42 

160 

6 

5 

112 

1 

13 

13 

Camas 

127 

i. 

51 

3 

17 

l« 

40 

162 

0 

5 

0 

9 

13 

14 

Canyon 

162 

3 

76 

2 

41 

2 

41 

160 

56 

3 

81 

1 

13 

15 

Caribou 

45 

5 

69 

2 

9 

5 

42 

159 

7 

5 

47 

4 

12 

16 

Cassia 

100 

4 

64 

3 

11 

5 

37 

155 

24 

4 

75 

2 

13 

17 

Clark 

88 

1 

70 

2 

31 

3 

26 

187 

127 

1 

68 

2 

1? 

13 

Clearwater 

118 

4 

52 

4 

22 

3 

39 

149 

30 

4 

68 

2 

13 

19 

Custer 

178 

3 

59 

3 

29 

3 

35 

137 

1*0 

3 

65 

2 

13 

20 

Elmore 

93 

4 

64 

3 

3 

5 

39 

130 

2 

7 

5 

46 

4 

IDAHO 
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Recipient    rate,    average   assistance  payment,    and  national   quintile    rank   far  seleci 

(*Jlnclle   "1"  represents  cr.e  nigHest   firth  and   •&"  the  lowest  firoi.      A  -9  ■  was  used   w   Indicate  either  that 


ted  public  assistance  programs,    by  county, 

the  State  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no 


June   1960 

recipients  in  the  county.) 


County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

code 

Cods 

Name 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average  pajmer.t 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

paycent 

Fer     erson 

Per  rir.Uy 

Hate 

tile 

Amount 

Quln- 
tllc 

Rate 

(}uln- 
tuc 

Amount 

Quln- 
tllc 

Amount 

Qul:^ 
tile 

Rate 

gjln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quln- 

13 

21 

Franklin 

104 

4 

60 

3 

11 

5 

38 

125 

23 

It 

61 

3 

13 

22 

Fremont 

149 

3 

61 

3 

8 

5 

35 

116 

27 

4 

63 

2 

13 

23 

Gem 

169 

3 

63 

3 

24 

3 

40 

160 

43 

3 

77 

1 

13 

24 

Gooding 

134 

3 

81 

1 

13 

5 

39 

132 

27 

4 

64 

2 

13 

25 

Idaho 

164 

3 

83 

1 

24 

3 

42 

164 

19 

5 

65 

2 

13 

26 

Jefferson 

128 

4 

64 

3 

12 

5 

42 

157 

c  c 

4 

64 

2 

13 

27 

Jerome 

138 

3 

67 

2 

19 

4 

42 

156 

3  5 

4 

72 

2 

13 

28 

Kootenai 

157 

3 

65 

3 

34 

2 

41 

154 

34 

4 

66 

2 

13 

29 

Latah 

93 

4 

76 

2 

11 

C 

35 

120 

20 

5 

76 

1 

13 

30 

Lemhi 

180 

3 

75 

2 

42 

2 

3S 

143 

72 

-J 

65 

2 

13 

31 

Lewis 

92 

4 

65 

:■ 

24 

3 

40 

202 

33 

U 

67 

2 

13 

32 

Lincoln 

161 

3 

81 

1 

10 

5 

40 

141 

33 

4 

90 

1 

44 


IDAHO 
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represents  a.e  highest   ruth   ana   -i-  the  lowest   rut.-,.      A  -9  -  was  used   to   Indicate  cl  tner  th.at  the  state  had  no  profran  or  chat  there  were  no  recipients  In   the  county.) 


County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

code 

Code 

Name 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

pajrr.er.t 

recipient  rate 

A'/er?.;?  payr.er.t 

Recipient  rate 

Averag 

?er  rerson 

per  ranlly 

Fate 

tile 

.AjtO'jrjt 

*ln- 
tUe 

Fate 

vir- 
tue 

AJtour,  t 

tlie 

Arount 

.^Jlh- 

tlle 

Fate 

:?jin- 

Amount 

iuln- 

I  3 

33 

Madison 

8  = 

» 

71 

Z 

i_- 

1  ^  H 

21 

5 

82 

1 

13 

34 

Minidoka 

74 

i 

oO 

3 

o 

^  j 

- 

14:: 

1 

29 

•4 

6  9 

2 

13 

33 

Nez   Perce 

144 

3 

66 

3 

3? 

'" 

-r 

1 

1'.6 

1 

30 

-*. 

73 

2 

13 

36 

Oneida 

86 

5 

61 

3 

13 

5 

3  3 

1 

114 

2 

36 

k 

£6 

2 

13 

37 

Owyhee 

206 

3 

78 

1 

2  2 

3 

40 

1 

131 

i. 

46 

3 

'  ' 

1 

13 

38 

Payette 

151 

3 

64 

3 

30 

3 

36 

1 

134 

\ 

52 

3 

64 

2 

13 

39 

Power 

82 

5 

62 

3 

20 

4 

32 

2 

115 

2 

21 

5 

64 

2 

13 

4? 

Shoshone 

86 

5 

79 

1 

29 

3 

41 

1 

151 

1 

21 

5 

36 

7 

13 

41 

Teton 

114 

4 

66 

3 

20 

4 

40 

1 

151 

1 

l^ 

U 

67 

2 

13 

42 

Twin  Falls 

134 

3 

66 

3 

26 

3 

40 

1 

151 

1 

39 

3 

73 

2 

13 

43 

Valley 

109 

i+ 

59 

15 

4 

40 

1 

142 

1 

10 

5 

63 

2 

13 

44 

Washington 

150 

3 

61 

3 

28 

3 

42 

1 

142 

1 

^3 

3 

65 

2 
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recipients  In   Ihe  county.) 


State 

Count  y 

O.'i.^ 

AFDC 

APTD 

fecit isr 

Average 

^ajrent 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

paj-ner.t 

?eclplen 

-  rate 

Avers ge 

Code 

Name 

code 

ren  tfrson 

r-er   'i 

-!ly 

tlie 

AltOUTit 

,-aIn- 
tlle 

Pate 

Jiln- 
tlle 

AJT.OiJT.t 


tum- 

tlle 

itcur.t 

Jjln- 
tlle 

.-Jite 

':!''" 

A.-.O'^^t 

J:ln- 
tUe 

14 

1 

Adaas 

130 

4 

75 

2 

22 

3 

3  5 

1 

136 

1 

"4 

; 

71 

2 

14 

- 

Ale>-j.nder 

.56 

2 

73 

z 

124 

1 

26 

3 

106 

3 

141 

1 

67 

2 

14 

3 

Bond 

105 

4 

69 

2 

10 

t> 

2  9 

-■ 

106 

3 

29 

i* 

6  5 

t- 

14 

4 

Boone 

3S 

5 

o5 

3 

1 

5 

19 

^ 

99 

3 

1 

5 

120 

1 

14 

5 

Brown 

133 

3 

70 

■3 

20 

4 

33 

2 

125 

2 

58 

3 

1:  5 

3 

14 

6 

Bvjreau 

£0 

5 

77 

C 

3 

t. 

-" 

1 

140 

1 

3 

' 

76 

1 

14 

7 

Calhoun 

200 

3 

75 

^ 

38 

2 

44 

1 

1  44 

1 

83 

2 

61 

1 

14 

8 

Carroll 

51 

5 

71 

: 

o 

= 

-a 

1 

1  :8 

1 

10 

r 

/5 

2 

14 

^ 

Cass 

15  = 

3 

70 

- 

30 

3 

*0 

i 

1d2 

1 

dO 

- 

"0 

2 

14 

10 

Champaign 

65 

5 

70 

t- 

17 

4 

,■7 

i 

1-^  ' 

1 

lO 

- 

''2 

2 

14 

U 

Christian 

115 

4 

59 

2 

22 

3 

J3 

138 

1 

»3 

- 

66 

2 

14 

12 

Clark 

115 

4 

77 

2 

16 

4 

36 

1 

123 

2 

33 

" 

7  \ 

2 

14 

1? 

Clay 

154 

3 

72 

2 

23 

3 

;; 

114 

C 

49 

70 

2 

14 

14 

Clinton 

60 

5 

77 

2 

7 

5 

30 

2 

112 

2 

13 

5 

7  0 

2 

14 

15 

Coles 

137 

3 

74 

2 

19 

4 

37 

1 

132 

1 

_">^ 

- 

r  7 

2 

14 

15 

Cook 

64 

5 

78 

1 

49 

2 

41 

1 

176 

1 

4C 

^ 

.-^ 

1 

14 

17 

Crawford 

121 

4 

73 

2 

24 

5 

33 

'' 

129 

--■9 

-• 

2 

14 

18 

C-unoerland 

95 

4 

7b 

' 

13 

5 

50 

•^ 

105 

3 

>o 

- 

"- 

£- 

14 

1° 

DeKalb 

34 

5 

53 

3 

2 

5 

39 

1 

:  1- 

; 

- 

C 

47 

" 

14 

^ 

DeWltt 

76 

5 

62 

3 

9 

5 

^  9 

1  5 

- 

54 

-- 
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(^Intlle    "l"  represents  tr.e  nighest   ri  rth  sua  •&"  Ltie  lowest   flftf..      A  '9  ■  «as  used  to  Incicate  either  that  tr.e  state  had  no  progran  or   that   there  were  no  recipients  In   the  county.) 


State 
code 


14 
14 
14 
14 
14 
14 
14 
14 
14 

14 
14 
14 
14 

14 


21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 

31 


14 

1  i. 


Count  y 


DO'oglas 

DaPage 

Edgar 

Edwards 

Effinghara 

Fayette 

Ford 

Franltlin 

Fulton 

Gallatin 

Greene 

Grondy 

Hamilton 

Hancock 

Hardin 

Henderson 

Henry 

Iroquois 

Jackson 

Jasper 


115 
22 

129 
98 
92 

116 
54 

151 
98 

292 

173 

45 

17<. 

137 

223 

98 

54 

71 

153 

92 


Quin- 
tile 


Recipient  rate     Average  payment 


Ouln- 
mount      ^jjj. 


71 

79 
63 
75 
68 
63 
70 
73 
77 
73 
61 
70 
60 
71 
75 
61 
79 
68 
75 


AFDC 


Recipient  rate 


12 
1 
29 
11 
11 
13 
7 
50 
11 

112 
44 

41 

10 

115 

6 

7 

9 

38 

15 


Quin- 
tile 


Average  pejinent 

Her  person     I     per  rai^lly 


37 
38 
35 
34 
32 
33 
38 
32 
31 

35 
35 
36 
33 
37 
34 
30 
38 
3  6 
32 
35 


Quin- 
tile 


Amount     *,"^ 
tile 


142 
154 

1  37 
117 
112 
125 
165 
1  11 
112 

120 
1  34 
142 
127 
147 
122 
113 
167 
142 
122 
121 


APTD 


Recipient  rate        Average  payment 


29 

1 

46 

17 

33 

41 

14 

119 

22 

234 

96 

6 

87 

44 

146 

33 

1  1 

7 

54 

30 


*ln- 
tlle 


6  3 
47 
75 
62 
70 
63 
41 
68 
65 
73 
70 
49 
67 
73 
71 
71 
65 
79 
68 
66 


Quin- 
tile 


Recipient    rate,    average   assistance   payment,    and   na 

(i^lntllp   "1"  reprpsents  the  hlgjiest    fifth  and   "5"  the  lowest   fifth,      a  "9 
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tional   quintile    rank   for   selected  public   assistance   prograais,    by   county,    June    I960 

"  was  used   to  Indicate  either  that  the  State  had  no  program  or  chat   there  were  no  recipients  In   the  county.) 


State 

County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

Recipient,  rate 

Average 

pajTnent 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

pajment 

Recipient  rate 

Averag 

Code 

Name 

=  payment 

code 

per  terson 

Per   ramlly 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

mount 

Qulr,- 
tllc 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

ijjln- 
tUe 

Amount 

»iln- 
tlle 

14 

41 

Jefferson 

137 

3 

68 

2 

41 

2 

32 

2 

121 

2 

63 

2 

68 

2 

14 

42 

Jersey 

145 

3 

67 

2 

26 

3 

36 

149 

40 

3 

66 

2 

14 

43 

Jo  Ifeviess 

bH 

4 

64 

3 

11 

b 

36 

127 

19 

5 

61 

3 

14 

44 

Johnson 

■;2i 

2 

69 

2 

2  9 

3 

2o 

86 

55 

3 

65 

2 

14 

45 

Kane 

2  4 

5 

b6 

3 

2 

5 

30 

134 

2 

5 

73 

2 

14 

46 

Kankakee 

35 

5 

70 

2 

21 

^ 

33 

130 

7 

5 

76 

1 

14 

47 

Kendall 

29 

5 

72 

2 

5 

5 

44 

216 

7 

5 

67 

2 

■-14 

48 

Knox 

88 

4 

70 

2 

6 

t. 

37 

1  3  9 

23 

4 

79 

1 

14 

49 

Lake 

2C 

5 

61 

3 

4 

5 

35 

155 

2 

5 

67 

2 

14 

50 

LaSalle 

42 

5 

71 

2 

6 

c; 

37 

146 

8 

5 

53 

2 

14 

51 

Lawrence 

140 

3 

73 

2 

38 

2 

33 

125 

2 

57 

3 

69 

2 

14 

52 

Lee 

49 

5 

64 

3 

6 

5 

31 

127 

2 

6 

5 

51 

4 

14 

53 

Livingston 

60 

5 

70 

2 

10 

5 

3^ 

139 

1 

12 

C 

65 

2 

14 

54 

liDgan 

89 

4 

67 

2 

6 

5 

33 

125 

10 

5 

69 

2 

14 

55 

McDonough 

129 

4 

71 

2 

14 

4 

40 

164 

30 

ii 

75 

2 

14 

56 

HcHenry 

23 

5 

66 

3 

2 

5 

2  8 

123 

3 

; 

65 

2 

14 

57 

McLean 

86 

5 

72 

2 

14 

4 

35 

135 

19 

5 

72 

2 

14 

58 

Kiacon 

99 

4 

74 

2 

30 

3 

35 

137 

26 

4 

75 

2 

14 

59 

1-lacoupin 

94 

4 

63 

3 

15 

4 

34 

2 

118 

36 

4 

50 

3 

14 

6'-' 

Madison 

72 

5 

68 

2 

24 

3 

32 

2 

135 

19 

5 

59 

2 
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recipients  In   the  county.) 


County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

Stats 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Feclplent  rate 

Average 

payment 

Reclplen 

rate 

Average 

code 

Code 

Name 

Per  person 

Per   family 

payTjent 

Fate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Bate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

It 

61 

Maxlon 

116 

i* 

68 

c 

34 

2 

33 

2 

130 

2 

41* 

3 

68 

l". 

62 

Marshall 

68 

5 

67 

2 

10 

5 

36 

1 

147 

1 

25 

4 

55 

2 

14 

53 

Mason 

124 

4 

69 

2 

27 

3 

33 

2 

131 

2 

32 

- 

5  5 

2 

14 

64 

Ilassac 

204 

3 

7  0 

2 

49 

2 

32 

2 

106 

3 

68 

- 

b2 

3 

14 

65 

Menard 

99 

^ 

oZ 

3 

20 

4 

32 

2 

12  1 

2 

3  6 

i+ 

5t 

J 

14 

66 

Mercer 

105 

4 

bo 

3 

9 

5 

25 

J 

91 

3 

15 

^ 

57 

3 

14 

67 

Monroe 

90 

4 

54 

i* 

5 

5 

37 

1 

123 

2 

16 

5 

1*1 

5 

14 

68 

Montgomery 

114 

4 

6b 

3 

17 

*+ 

30 

- 

128 

2 

27 

4 

55 

^ 

14 

69 

Morgan 

107 

4 

75 

34 

2 

36 

1 

130 

2 

52 

3 

73 

2 

14 

7C 

Moultrie 

104 

4 

78 

1 

13 

5 

3  7 

1 

1  14 

2 

27 

4 

80 

1 

14 

71 

Ogle 

55 

5 

75 

2 

6 

5 

39 

1 

161 

1 

12 

5 

5^ 

T 

14 

72 

Peoria 

59 

3 

67 

2 

21 

4 

33 

2 

149 

1 

17 

5 

74 

2 

14 

73 

Perry 

110 

4 

72 

2 

21 

if 

29 

3 

111 

2 

51 

3 

67 

2 

14 

74 

Piatt 

97 

4 

71 

2 

15 

4 

41 

156 

1 

12 

a 

68 

2 

14 

7  5 

Pike 

169 

3 

71 

2 

2b 

3 

35 

124 

2 

69 

2 

65 

2 

14 

75 

Pope 

250 

2 

73 

2 

79 

1 

36 

122 

2 

98 

2 

58 

3 

14 

77 

Pulaski 

305 

2 

72 

2 

156 

1 

28 

116 

2 

131 

1 

66 

2 

14 

78 

P-itnam 

73 

5 

55 

3 

5 

5 

35 

179 

1 

21 

5 

53 

4 

14 

79 

Randolph 

83 

5 

64 

3 

10 

5 

30 

120 

2 

17 

5 

50 

4 

14 

8'. 

Pdchland 

141 

3 

70 

2 

24 

3 

37 

119 

2 

3  8 

4 

69 

2 

14 

81 

Rock  Island 

42 

5 

63 

3 

10 

^ 

34 

1  38 

1 

10 

5 

55 

2 
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recipients  in  the  county.) 


Count  y 

OAA 

,WDC 

APTD 

State 

aeclrler 

t  rate 

Averate 

raj^er.  t 

Keclplen 

t  rate 

Avpra^p 

payT.er,t 

Reclplen 

rate 

Average 

Code 

Name 

pajTTient 

code 

.-■er  :er?on 

fer   fa^ny 

Fate 

Quin- 
tile 

juno'jnt 

tair.- 
tlle 

?3te 

julr.- 

tlle 

AF.oun  c 

,uln- 
tlle 

i-Jln- 

tlle 

Sate 

Jjlr^ 

tile 

A.tOU.-t 

?iln- 
tne 

14 

8? 

St.    Clair 

l^i 

4 

7; 

2 

68 

1 

J  1 

1,    1 

53 

3 

7^ 

2 

1<. 

83 

Saline 

Zii 

2 

70 

2 

96 

1 

36 

1 

124 

2_ 

162 

1 

69 

2 

I'. 

84 

Sangamon 

98 

4 

5  7 

2 

24 

3 

3  2 

- 

124 

; 

36 

- 

6  8 

2 

l'» 

8i 

Schuyler 

n? 

3 

74 

2 

^  a 

- 

35 

1 

l40 

1 

100 

1 

64 

2 

l". 

86 

Scott 

19° 

D 

7e 

1 

33 

L. 

4  3 

1 

i  j9 

1 

8  5 

2 

0- 

2 

14 

^,  7 

Shelby 

13J 

4 

78 

1 

<-'2 

3 

35 

1 

123 

2 

40 

3 

74 

2 

14 

88 

Starl; 

101 

■4 

6  9 

2 

7 

D 

32 

- 

i  j7 

1 

24 

■4 

o9 

i. 

14 

83 

Stephenson 

^Z 

5 

81 

1 

10 

r 

31 

- 

123 

2 

11 

- 

0  3 

I 

14 

90 

Tazewell 

70 

s 

65 

3 

9 

5 

36 

1  35 

1 

13 

5 

62 

3 

14 

•^1 

Union 

128 

i-t 

7  1 

26 

3 

29 

i 

116 

2 

37 

4 

60 

3 

14 

9? 

Vermilion 

9  0 

i* 

6? 

_} 

2-1 

'\ 

3j 

- 

127 

2 

29 

4 

64 

-) 

14 

<^  ^ 

v:abash 

110 

4 

63 

3 

15 

^ 

1  ^ 

<: 

121 

2 

47 

3 

51 

4 

14 

=  4 

Warren 

9? 

i* 

'  t- 

; 

16 

^ 

3  5 

•;' 

ll6 

2 

29 

4 

70 

c 

14 

g^ 

Washington 

8  8 

4 

55 

3 

q 

5 

a,'^ 

- 

128 

2 

21 

- 

51 

4 

14 

96 

Wayne 

107 

u 

70 

2 

26 

34 

- 

1   3  6 

1 

35 

.+ 

68 

2 

14 

97 

Ifliite 

181 

6- 

3 

25 

3 

3-* 

1  16 

2 

56 

3 

64 

c 

14 

98 

Whiteside 

51 

5 

66 

3 

11 

7 

3  3 

2 

143 

1 

15 

5 

61 

3 

14 

go 

Will 

32 

5 

bo 

3 

12 

3 

3  3 

2 

141 

1 

6 

5 

72 

2 

14 

lo^: 

Williamson 

199 

3 

7  2 

2 

.0 

t: 

3  6 

1 

i21 

2 

68 

2 

d9 

2 

14 

101 

Winnebago 

41 

b 

5  7 

2 

18 

4 

3d 

1 

1  :)5 

1 

15 

5 

78 

1 

14 

102 

Woodford 

9  0 

- 

68 

2 

7 

^ 

3^ 

; 

1"C 

1 

17 

5 

74 

^^ 
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Recipient    rate,    average   assistance  payment,    and  national   quintlle    rank    for  selected  public   assistance  programs,    by  county, 

(ij:lr.cne    •!■  represer.ts  Lhe  highest   ri  f t.h  find   "5"  the  lowest   rifu-j.      A  "9"  was  used   to   Indicate  either  that  Che  State  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no 
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recipients  in   the  county.) 


Count  y 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

St  ace 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

■payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

paJT.e-t 

Recipient  rate 

Average  payr.ent 

code 

Code 

Name 

Rer  [er?on     1 

-   Per  family 

Rate 

Quln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quln- 
tlle 

Rate 

Quln- 
tUe 

Amount 

Quln- 
tlle 

Amount 

^■uln- 
tile 

Rate 

*ln- 
tne 

Amount 

Quln- 
tlle 

i; 

1_ 

Adams 

59 

5 

68 

2 

8 

5 

24 

3 

103 

3 

9 

9 

15 

2 

Allen 

53 

5 

74 

:i 

4 

2  9 

3 

105 

3 

9 

9 

15 

3 

Bartholonew 

55 

5 

66 

3 

3 

5 

23 

4 

39 

3 

9 

9 

15 

4 

Benton 

30 

5 

74 

^ 

7 

5 

l^ 

- 

89 

3 

9 

9 

T  c 

5 

Blackford 

58 

5 

R4 

1 

6 

; 

30 

2 

92 

3 

9 

9 

15 

6 

Boone 

57 

5 

61 

3 

10 

5 

23 

4 

80 

4 

Q 

9 

15 

7 

Brown 

94 

4 

61 

3 

2b 

3 

24 

3 

114 

2 

9 

9 

15 

9 

Carroll 

57 

s 

6  2 

3 

h 

5 

25 

3 

99 

3 

g 

9 

15 

9 

Cass 

36 

5 

75 

2 

6 

5 

27 

3 

1  15 

■: 

9 

5 

15 

10 

Clark 

86 

5 

64 

3 

12 

5 

26 

3 

100 

3 

9 

9 

15 

11 

Clay 

94 

4 

51 

4 

2  2 

3 

29 

3 

101 

3 

9 

9 

1  5 

12 

Clinton 

59 

5 

58 

3 

8 

5 

29 

3 

96 

3 

9 

9 

15 

13 

Crawford 

131 

4 

36 

5 

3  8 

2 

22 

4 

78 

4 

9 

9 

15 

14 

Daviess 

82 

6 

62 

3 

1  1 

5 

2G 

3 

88 

3 

9 

9 

15 

15 

Dearborn 

58 

5 

46 

5 

14 

4 

24 

3 

95 

3 

9 

9 

15 

16 

Decatur 

42 

5 

44 

5 

12 

5 

22 

4 

78 

4 

9 

9 

15 

17 

Dekalb 

62 

5 

82 

1 

7 

5 

29 

3 

115 

2 

9 

9 

15 

IS 

Delaware 

43 

5 

59 

3 

15 

4 

26 

3 

97 

3 

9 

9 

15 

1-- 

Dubois 

45 

5 

50 

4 

a 

5 

22 

4 

106 

3 

9 

9 

15 

y  z 

Elkhart 

51 

5 

87 

1 

l« 

4 

32 

2 

104 

3 

9 

9 

INDIANA 
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ntllc   ■!■  represents  the  highest   fifth  ana   -5'   the  lowest   fifth.      *   -9 •  was  used  to   Indicate  either  that 
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ted  public  assistance  programs,    by  county, 

trie  state  had  no  program  or   that  there  were  no 
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recipients  in   the  county.) 


State 

Count  y 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Code 

Name 

Average  pajment 

code 

Per  1  ersor 

Per  family 

Rate 

t^ln- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Bate 

9uln- 
tUe 

Amouht 

Quln- 
tllc 

Amouht 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

9Jln- 

tlle 

Amount 

Suln- 
'.lle 

15 

21 

Fayette 

78 

5 

72 

2 

18 

4 

29 

3 

104 

3 

9 

9 

15 

22 

Floyd 

71 

5 

58 

3 

13 

5 

25 

3 

99 

3 

9 

9 

15 

23 

Fountain 

83 

5 

52 

3 

15 

4 

24 

3 

88 

3 

9 

9 

15 

2'. 

Franklin 

79 

5 

67 

2 

15 

4 

23 

4 

97 

3 

9 

9 

15 

25 

Fulton 

50 

5 

77 

2 

10 

5 

25 

3 

112 

2 

Q 

9 

15 

26 

Gibson 

91 

4 

6  2 

3 

20 

4 

30 

i 

102 

3 

9 

9 

15 

27 

Grant 

51 

5 

75 

2 

12 

5 

25 

3 

103 

3 

9 

9 

15 

28 

Greene 

109 

4 

56 

3 

19 

4 

29 

3 

99 

3 

9 

9 

15 

29 

Hamilton 

32 

5 

57 

1 

4 

5 

26 

3 

95 

3 

9 

9 

15 

30 

Hancock 

28 

5 

71 

2 

1 

5 

23 

4 

86 

4 

9 

9 

15 

31 

Harrison 

78 

5 

47 

4 

13 

5 

23 

■* 

8B 

3 

9 

9 

15 

32 

Hendricks 

52 

5 

51 

4 

6 

5 

2Z 

4 

94 

3 

9 

9 

15 

33 

Henry 

45 

5 

66 

3 

13 

5 

25 

3 

86 

3 

9 

9 

15 

3^* 

Howard 

44 

5 

65 

3 

9 

5 

32 

2 

126 

2 

Q 

9 

15 

35 

Huntington 

25 

5 

57 

3 

5 

5 

27 

3 

91 

3 

9 

9 

15 

36 

Jackson 

52 

5 

48 

4 

8 

5 

22 

4 

79 

4 

9 

9 

15 

37 

Jasper 

58 

5 

79 

1 

15 

4 

35 

1 

147 

1 

9 

9 

15 

38 

Jay 

55 

5 

53 

4 

■+ 

b 

25 

3 

97 

3 

9 

9 

15 

39 

Jefferson 

53 

5 

65 

3 

28 

3 

28 

3 

106 

3 

Q 

9 

15 

40 

Jennings 

105 

4 

49 

4 

23 

3 

28 

3 

107 

3 

9 

9 
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June    1960 

recipients  In   the  county.] 


State 
code 


15 
15 
15 
15 
15 

15 

1  5 

15 
15 
15 
15 
15 
15 
15 
15 
15 
15 
15 
15 
15 


42 

43 
ua 
45 

46 
47 

48 
49 
50 
51 
52 
53 
54 
55 
56 
57 
58 
59 
60 


County 


Name 


Johnson 

Knox 

Kosciusko 

LaGrange 

Lake 

laPorte 

Lawrence 

Madison 

l-larlon 

Marshall 

Martin 

Miami 

Monroe 

Montgomery 

Morgan 

Newton 

Noble 

Ohio 

Orange 

Owen 


OAA 


Recipient  rate 


Bate 


35 
99 
53 
38 
51 
24 
93 
34 
57 
53 

175 
46 
55 
54 
70 
58 
51 
60 

117 
92 


Average  payment 


49 
70 
82 
86 
75 
63 
54 

55 
55 
82 
47 
73 
51 
61 
68 
62 
76 
39 
51 
48 


Quin- 
tile 


AFDC 


Recipient  rate 


6 
21 

3 

2 
35 
18 
15 

9 
24 
10 
4b 
10 
10 

7 
15 
14 

4 
36 
24 
15 


Quin- 
tile 


Average  payment 


28 
25 
31 
30 
30 
28 
27 
27 
25 
26 
IZ 
26 
25 
26 
26 
30 
20 
23 
27 
26 


Quin- 
tile 


per  family 


94 

97 

1  12 

100 

120 

103 

93 

107 

93 

121 

85 

107 

91 

122 

104 

141 

70 

83 

97 

98 


Quin- 
tile 


APTD 


Recipient  rate 


Quin- 
tile 


Average  payir.er.t 


INDIANA 
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Recipient    rate,    average   assistance   payment,    and  nat 

represents  Uie  highest  f  1  f Ui  and   "S"  the  lowest   fifth,      a  "9 


ional   quintile    rank    for  selected  public   assistance   programs,    by   county,    June    I960 
was  used   to   InJlcaie  either  that  the  State  had  no  profran  or  th.at  there  were  no  recipients  In   the  county.) 


State 

Count  y 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

Recipient  rate 

1-^^ 1 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

P.ecli^lent  rate 

code 

Code 

Name 

Average  payment 

Per  fer^on 

Per   ram.uy 

Rate 

yuin- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Bate 

ttuln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

,-uln- 

r.ate 

t!lo 

Am.ount 

5uln- 
tlle 

15 

61 

Parke 

128 

4 

58 

3 

26 

3 

28 

3 

105 

3 

9 

9 

15 

62 

Perry- 

103 

4 

44 

5 

14 

4 

25 

3 

92 

3 

9 

9 

15 

63 

Pike 

115 

4 

71 

2 

le 

4 

26 

3 

75 

4 

9 

9 

15 

64 

Porter 

18 

5 

67 

2 

4 

5 

25 

3 

111 

2 

9 

9 

15 

65 

Posey 

91 

4 

53 

4 

l6 

4 

28 

3 

87 

4 

9 

9 

15 

66 

Pulaski 

32 

5 

54 

4 

6 

5 

21 

4 

113 

2 

q 

9 

15 

67 

Putnam 

64 

5 

65 

3 

13 

5 

26 

3 

104 

3 

9 

9 

15 

68 

Randolph 

68 

5 

60 

3 

9 

5 

30 

2 

97 

3 

Q 

9 

15 

69 

Ripley 

62 

5 

58 

3 

9 

5 

24 

3 

93 

3 

9 

9 

15 

7  0 

Rush 

61 

5 

70 

2 

14 

4 

26 

5 

100 

3 

0 

9 

15 

71 

St.   Joseph 

55 

5 

73 

2 

26 

3 

30 

2 

1  11 

2 

9 

9 

15 

72 

Scott 

86 

5 

55 

4 

15 

4 

27 

3 

107 

3 

Q 

9 

15 

73 

Shelby 

43 

5 

4:3 

5 

9 

5 

23 

■4- 

83 

4 

-■ 

9 

15 

74 

Spencer 

136 

3 

59 

3 

14 

4 

2b 

3 

82 

i* 

q 

9 

15 

75 

Starke 

42 

5 

74 

2 

1  = 

4 

27 

, 

114 

I 

9 

9 

15 

76 

Steuben 

75 

5 

66 

3 

10 

5 

IZ 

1^ 

91 

3 

9 

9 

15 

77 

Sullivan 

104 

4 

55 

4 

18 

4 

27 

3 

93 

3 

9 

9 

15 

78 

Switzerland 

141 

3 

56 

3 

26 

3 

2  5 

3 

7  3 

if 

9 

9 

15 

79 

Tippecanoe 

36 

5 

68 

2 

7 

5 

22 

4 

87 

4 

9 

9 

15 

8  0 

Tipton 

59 

5 

78 

1 

12 

5 

26 

3 

103 

3 

9 

9 
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Recipient    rate,    average   assistance   payment,    and   national   quintile    rank    for  selected   public   assistance  programs,    by   county,    June    I960 

repre=er.:s   LT.e  r.lgr.est    ri  fnh  and   •&•   trie  lowest   firth,      a  *9*  was  used   co   Indicate  either  Uiat  Che  state  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In   the  county.) 


County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

Recipient  race 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Code 

Name 

Average  payment 

code 

per  person 

Per  fijiUy 

Fate 

tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

15 

81 

Union 

51 

5 

36 

^ 

c 

5 

22 

u 

71 

4 

9 

9 

1  3 

82 

Vanderturgh 

56 

5 

62 

3 

21 

4 

30 

2 

1  10 

2 

q 

9 

15 

S3 

Vermillion 

115 

^ 

61 

3 

27 

3 

27 

3 

94 

3 

9 

9 

15 

84 

Vigo 

105 

4 

71 

2 

36 

2 

30 

2 

HI 

2 

9 

9 

15 

85 

V/abash 

31 

5 

70 

2 

i+ 

5 

■^-^ 

i4 

7  8 

- 

9 

9 

15 

86 

Warren 

73 

6 

60 

3 

lb 

4- 

24 

3 

129 

2 

9 

9 

15 

87 

VJarrick 

128 

^ 

09 

2 

2'j 

3 

t7 

3 

110 

2 

9 

9 

15 

88 

Washington 

87 

5 

itit 

5 

15 

A 

22 

4 

101 

3 

q 

9 

i; 

69 

Wayne 

71 

c, 

70 

2 

15 

4 

29 

3 

97 

3 

Q 

9 

15 

9C 

We  Us 

66 

5 

77 

2 

6 

L- 

24 

3 

93 

3 

q 

9 

15 

91 

White 

66 

5 

67 

2 

4 

5 

26 

3 

115 

2 

9 

9 

15 

92 

Vtoitley 

'•7 

5 

84 

1 

6 

5 

35 

1 

126 

2 

9 

9 

IOWA 
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Recipient    rate,     average    assistance   payment,    and   nat 

(ijjlntllp   "1"  represents   me  highest    firth  and   "5"   the  lowest  fifth.      A  "9" 


Lonal  quintile    rank   for  selected  public   assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    1960 

was  used  to  Indicate  either  that  the  State  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In   the  county.) 


Count  y 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

Recipient  rate 

Average   paynent 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payner.t 

Reclplen 

rate 

Average 

Code 

Name 

payment 

code 

Per   jerson    1 

per   rap.lly 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

iuln- 
tlle 

Fate 

Qum- 

tuc 

Anount 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

QUI^V 
tile 

Rate 

*l:v 
tile 

Amour.t 

sum- 
tile 

16 

1 

Adair 

114 

4 

81 

13 

5 

44 

159 

9 

5 

67 

t- 

16 

2 

Adams 

127 

4 

9  1 

2fc 

- 

41 

156 

0 

5 

0 

9 

16 

3 

Allaraakee 

117 

4 

7'+ 

-i 

" 

3  7 

1  33 

1 

5 

1  J2 

1 

lo 

4 

Appanoose 

220 

2 

8  0 

40 

- 

3  8 

121 

10 

5 

06 

1 

16 

c^ 

Audubon 

98 

4 

92 

2  3 

3 

34 

128 

7 

5 

107 

1 

16 

b 

Benton 

82 

5 

76 

6 

c. 

34 

174 

1 

5 

88 

1 

16 

7 

Black  Hawk 

85 

5 

82 

33 

2 

37 

143 

2 

5 

68 

2 

16 

P 

Boone 

121 

4 

79 

33 

2 

41 

140 

12 

5 

87 

1 

16 

9 

Bremer 

71 

5 

82 

6 

5 

33 

124 

3 

5 

74 

2 

16 

10 

Buchanan 

68 

R 

75 

16 

u 

36 

150 

2 

5 

55 

3 

16 

11 

Buena  Vista 

67 

5 

82 

10 

R 

37 

122 

3 

5 

56 

■a 

16 

12 

Butler 

117 

4 

86 

17 

U 

33 

108 

k 

5 

HI 

16 

13 

Calhoun 

104 

4 

89 

21 

U 

4fc 

150 

3 

5 

84 

16 

14 

Carroll 

86 

5 

89 

12 

b 

42 

167 

U 

5 

102 

16 

15 

Cass 

122 

4 

90 

31 

3 

44 

1  59 

5 

s 

66 

16 

16 

Cedar 

55 

5 

81 

14 

i* 

37 

151 

1 

5 

56 

16 

17 

Cerro  Ctordo 

111 

4 

84 

21 

4 

38 

134 

2 

i; 

10^ 

15 

18 

Cherokee 

88 

4 

83 

19 

i* 

34 

138 

1 

5 

38 

16 

19 

Chickasaw 

120 

4 

80 

14 

i* 

33 

105 

1* 

5 

73 

16 

20 

Clarke 

172 

3 

92 

42 

2 

44 

152 

12 

5 

80 

56  IOWA 

Recipient    rate,    average   assistance  payment,    and  national   quintile    rank    for  selected  public   assistance  programs,    by  county, 

(^!nT:ile    »i"  represer.cs  zr.e  tilgtiest    rifth  and   "e"  tfie  lowest   fifth,      a  "9"  wae  used  to  Indicate  either  that  the  State  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no 
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recipients  In    the  county.) 


Count  y 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

Recipient  rate 

Average  payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient 

rate 

Average 

payment 

code 

Code 

Name 

Fer  ijerson 

Per  family 

Pale 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

^ount  *;- 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

*In- 
tllc 

Amount 

Quin- 
ine 

16 

21 

Clay 

86 

5 

82 

26 

3 

39 

1  31 

2 

2 

5 

32 

5 

16 

22 

Clayton 

92 

4 

83 

23 

3 

40 

155 

2 

5 

73 

2 

16 

23 

Clinton 

57 

5 

76 

1  1 

5 

32 

119 

2 

5 

72 

2 

16 

24 

Cravford 

128 

4 

80 

26 

3 

35 

115 

1 

5 

55 

2 

16 

25 

Dallas 

109 

4 

8  2 

24 

3 

37 

1  J-^ 

2 

5 

80 

1 

16 

25 

Davis 

148 

5 

80 

12 

5 

44 

141 

0 

5 

0 

9 

16 

27 

Decatur 

254 

2 

94 

55 

1 

40 

150 

20 

3 

11^ 

1 

16 

28 

Delaware 

125 

4 

85 

13 

5 

35 

141 

1 

5 

74 

2 

16 

29 

Des  Moines 

51 

5 

71 

9 

3 

35 

142 

2 

5 

82 

1 

16 

30 

Dickinson 

9  4 

M- 

79 

2Z 

3 

39 

1  4ip 

0 

5 

0 

9 

16 

31 

Dubuque 

37 

5 

79 

18 

4 

35 

142 

0 

5 

61 

3 

16 

32 

Enmet 

106 

4 

85 

-- 

J 

3  5 

149 

0 

5 

0 

9 

16 

33 

Fayette 

102 

4 

83 

2  3 

3 

3b 

120 

1 

5 

56 

3 

16 

34 

Floyd 

124 

4 

87 

30 

3 

3  7 

13d 

0 

5 

0 

9 

16 

35 

Franklin 

91 

4 

83 

15 

4 

is 

149 

1 

5 

54 

2 

16 

36 

Fremont 

189 

3 

82 

44 

2 

40 

1  3^ 

6 

5 

70 

2 

16 

37 

Greene 

79 

5 

79 

31 

3 

37 

149 

1 

5 

lib 

1 

16 

38 

Gnondy 

55 

5 

7  1 

8 

5 

27 

86 

1 

5 

144 

1 

16 

39 

Guthrie 

122 

4 

89 

20 

4 

36 

132 

10 

5 

91 

1 

16 

40 

Hamilton 

04 

4 

80 

37 

■i 

38 

138 

It 

5 

85 

1 

IOWA 


57 


Recipient    rate,    average    assistance    payment,    and   nat 
(gulntlle    "1"  represents   t^,e  highest    n  rch  ^d   "e"   the  lowest   rirtfi.      A 


ional   quincile    rank    for  selected  public   assistance   programs,    by  count 

was  used  to  Indicate  either  that  the  ?tate  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  m 


June    I960 

0  recipients  Ir.   the  courity. ) 


State 

County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

Reclplen:   race 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Ave^a^p 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Averag 

Code 

Name 

pajTient 

code 

Per  tersor 

fer   Ta 

>m!ly 

Fate 

Ule 

Amount 

Culn- 
tlle 

Rate 

•^•ulti- 
tlle 

Amount 

tile 

Ar.o-jnt 

tlle 

Ra  te 

tlle 

Alt.oun  t 

;yin- 
tiie 

16 

'tl 

Hancock 

98 

4 

78 

20 

H 

■iO 

1 

;  6 1 

1 

1 

5 

1  lb 

16 

42 

Hardin 

95 

4 

34 

lb 

U 

4  2 

i 

1  3  7 

1 

2 

5 

128 

16 

43 

Harrison 

190 

3 

91 

,7 

2 

41 

1 

153 

1 

2 

5 

60 

16 

44 

Henry- 

l08 

" 

94 

1'- 

4 

3  b 

1 

1  ;■!-. 

1 

2 

5 

V- 

t.' 

16 

45 

Howard 

157 

3 

85 

t  2 

3 

«. 

i 

1  ?  i 

1 

3 

5 

-t,-. 

- 

16 

4b 

Humboldt 

3^ 

5 

84 

2  3 

3 

3  3 

1 

1  "  4 

1 

0 

5 

0 

^j 

16 

47 

Ida 

7Q 

5 

84 

12 

5 

-■* 

1  '- 

i 

k 

5 

3  9 

1 

lo 

48 

Iowa 

78 

^ 

74 

8 

= 

29 

3 

102 

i 

0 

5 

0 

■J 

16 

49 

Jackson 

1  3: 

■* 

85 

2-^ 

3 

39 

i 

142 

1 

5 

5 

73 

2 

16 

i^,^ 

Jasper 

Sf 

- 

80 

•;? 

3 

37 

1 

134 

1 

0 

5 

0 

9 

16 

■^1 

Jefferson 

89 

■+ 

86 

I'' 

4 

36 

1 

1  37 

1 

u 

5 

10b 

1 

16 

5  7 

Johnson 

62 

5 

31 

11 

5 

36 

1 

1  38 

i 

1 

5 

64 

2 

16 

53 

Jones 

gq 

" 

SO 

2  9 

3 

3  5 

' 

142 

1 

2 

5 

'- 

16 

■^4 

Keokuk 

1  :o 

- 

34 

-i 

t; 

3  1 

' 

j  -^ 

1 

0 

5 

0 

"= 

16 

55 

Kossuth 

-0 

'. 

78 

15 

- 

3  b 

1  --.u 

' 

2 

5 

70 

£. 

16 

56 

Lee 

•Jl 

4 

7b 

2  7 

36 

1 

1^5 

; 

3 

5 

62 

3 

16 

57 

Linn 

73 

5 

80 

2  2 

'-, 

3  t> 

1 

12^ 

- 

- 

80 

i 

16 

58 

Louisa 

118 

4 

77 

20 

<+ 

33 

1 

J.  22 

■^ 

0 

5 

0 

9 

16 

5Q 

Lucas 

137 

5 

88 

33 

- 

ib 

i 

1  2  5 

It 

5 

SO 

^ 

16 

60 

I^fon 

123 

4 

87 

14 

4 

io 

1 

12b 

- 

0 

5 

° 

9 

58 


IOWA 
Recipient   rate,    average   assistance  payment,    and  national   qulntile   rank   for   select' 

re;reser.:5  Lr.e  highest    rifcti  and   "S"   the  lowest   firth.      A  '9  ■  was  used  to   intjlcate  either  that 


ed  public   assistance  prograffls,    by  county,    June    I960 

the  State  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In   the  county.; 


County 

OAA 

Anx: 

APTD 

State 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

jajnent 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Reclplen 

rate 

Average 

payment 

code 

Code 

Name 

per  Derson     1 

Per  fanllr 

Bate 

Quln- 
tile 

Amount 

Quln- 
tile 

Pate 

Quln- 
tile 

Amount 

Quln- 
tile 

Amount 

Quln- 
tile 

Rate 

Ujlrt- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quln- 
tile 

ir 

=  1 

:-!adlson 

1  7  3 

3 

91 

22 

3 

33 

2 

129 

2 

16 

65 

2 

It 

62 

[■■.ahaska 

I'.S 

3 

84 

32 

3 

34 

2 

129 

- 

e 

t 

73 

2 

le 

63 

i-larion 

127 

It 

91 

28 

3 

45 

1 

153 

1 

5 

5 

i2 

1 

16 

6^. 

Marshall 

85 

' 

7e 

17 

4 

33 

2 

119 

2 

0 

5 

128 

1 

1~ 

-  = 

Mills 

136 

3 

88 

28 

3 

34 

2 

123 

2 

6 

5 

61 

3 

16 

66 

Mitchell 

76 

5 

73 

B 

5 

3  7 

1 

122 

1 

5 

58 

2 

16 

6^ 

Monona 

150 

3 

85 

29 

3 

36 

1 

131 

10 

5 

105 

1 

16 

65 

Monroe 

215 

2 

85 

59 

1 

34 

L 

1  39 

6 

5 

112 

1 

16 

65 

Montgomery 

102 

i4 

63 

15 

4 

43 

161 

5 

5 

65 

2 

16 

70 

Muscatine 

98 

- 

85 

3  J 

i 

39 

136 

3 

5 

90 

1 

16 

71 

0 ' Br ien 

61 

5 

85 

13 

5 

39 

1  39 

1 

5 

40 

5 

16 

72 

Osceola 

97 

u 

73 

9 

5 

30 

101 

2 

5 

50 

4 

16 

73 

Page 

115 

4 

85 

30 

3 

3  8 

134 

2 

5 

54 

3 

16 

7i. 

Palo  Alto 

115 

U 

78 

19 

" 

36 

140 

3 

5 

52 

4 

U 

75 

Plymouth 

ts 

5 

76 

^ 

5 

30 

123 

1 

5 

10 

5 

16 

7', 

Pocahontas 

•'b 

4 

80 

23 

3 

39 

153 

6 

5 

111 

1 

16 

77 

Polk 

105 

i* 

ai 

47 

2 

39 

1  52 

■^ 

^ 

76 

1 

16 

7c 

Pottawattamie 

96 

4 

84 

36 

2 

39 

140 

1 

5 

90 

]_ 

16 

75 

Poweshiek 

98 

U 

84 

17 

4 

41 

144 

2 

5 

92 

1 

16 

1 

Ringgold 

201 

3 

89 

37 

2 

38 

140 

8 

5 

96 

1 

IOWA 


59 


Recipient    rate,    average   assistance  payroent,    and  national  quintile    rank   for  selected  public   assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    I960 
(QJtncUe   •!•  represents  tj-ie  til^esc   ri  rth  anJ   "&"   ihe  lowest   rifUi.      A  "9"  was  used  to  Indicate  either  tjiat  Uie  State  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In  the  county.) 


count. 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

Reclplen 

t  rate 

Average  payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Averagt 

payment 

code 

Code 

Name 

Her  1  erson 

Per  fimll? 

Rat-e 

nlle 

junount 

tlle 

Rate 

tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

*Jln- 
tlle 

Amount 

^In- 
tlle 

16 

81 

Sac 

115 

4 

84 

1 

li. 

3 

33 

2 

127 

2 

5 

5 

78 

1 

15 

82 

Scott 

75 

5 

73 

^ 

'il 

3 

39 

1 

144 

1 

1 

5 

101 

1 

15 

83 

Shelby 

63 

5 

87 

13 

5 

30 

2 

117 

2 

5 

5 

104 

1 

15 

84 

Sioux 

105 

4 

84 

12 

5 

42 

1 

150 

1 

It 

5 

52 

4 

15 

85 

Story- 

83 

5 

80 

19 

4 

36 

1 

134 

1 

3 

5 

99 

1 

15 

86 

Tama 

94 

4 

33 

22 

3 

34 

2 

120 

2 

2 

5 

123 

1 

16 

87 

Taylor 

119 

4 

79 

10 

5 

33 

2 

112 

2 

0 

5 

0 

9 

15 

88 

Union 

153 

3 

89 

43 

2 

37 

1 

129 

2 

7 

5 

81 

1 

15 

89 

Van  Buren 

168 

3 

82 

23 

3 

27 

3 

100 

6 

5 

85 

1 

15 

90 

WapeUo 

126 

4 

82 

39 

2 

35 

1 

136 

2 

5 

58 

2 

16 

91 

Warren 

UO 

4 

39 

12 

5 

37 

1 

127 

5 

5 

115 

1 

16 

92 

Washington 

83 

5 

77 

19 

4 

37 

1 

153 

0 

5 

0 

9 

16 

93 

Wayne 

247 

2 

80 

32 

3 

38 

i 

132 

2 

5 

47 

4 

16 

94 

Webster 

89 

4 

78 

32 

3 

35 

1 

142 

s 

5 

91 

1 

15 

95 

Winnebago 

57 

5 

59 

6 

5 

35 

1 

137 

0 

5 

0 

9 

16 

95 

Winneshiek 

110 

4 

79 

11 

5 

35 

1 

128 

1 

5 

63 

2 

16 

97 

Woodbury 

113 

4 

81 

33 

2 

38 

1 

144 

2 

5 

85 

1 

16 

98 

Worth 

50 

5 

69 

25 

3 

37 

1 

134 

6 

5 

76 

1 

16 

99 

Wright 

71 

5 

84 

10 

5 

36 

1 

162 

0 

5 

0 

9 

60 


Recipient    rate,    average   assistance  payment,    and  nat 
(ijilntlle   ■!■  represer-Ls   LTie  highest   flftn  and  "5"  the  lowest   firth.      A  "9" 


KANSAS 
ional   quintile    rank    for  selected  public   assistance  programs,    by  county 
was  used   to   Indicate  either  that  the  State  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no 


June    1960 

recipients  In  the  county.) 


County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

Sc  ace 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

code 

Code 

Name 

Per  'lerson 

per  family 

Rate 

»iln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

auln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Am.ount 

5;ln- 

tUe 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

17 

1 

Allen 

180 

3 

79 

1 

34 

(- 

42 

1 

134 

1 

86 

1 

76 

1 

17 

2 

Anderson 

185 

3 

72 

- 

13 

5 

34 

^ 

no 

c. 

47 

3 

61 

3 

17 

3 

Atchison 

140 

3 

81 

1 

58 

1 

33 

2 

I4i 

i 

58 

3 

84 

1 

17 

it. 

Barber 

100 

4 

84 

1 

16 

4 

3  7 

1 

126 

2 

56 

3 

94 

1 

17 

5 

Barton 

45 

5 

79 

1 

11 

5 

31 

' 

136 

1 

10 

5 

74 

2 

17 

6 

Bourbon 

223 

2 

72 

2 

54 

- 

36 

1 

128 

2 

116 

1 

77 

1 

17 

7 

Brown 

158 

3 

90 

1 

28 

3 

31 

2 

125 

2 

n,  c 

3 

95 

1 

17 

8 

Butler 

134 

3 

88 

1 

22 

3 

36 

1 

131 

2 

38 

4 

77 

1 

17 

9 

Chase 

215 

2 

90 

1 

39 

2 

38 

1 

160 

1 

134 

1 

98 

1 

17 

10 

Chautauqua 

215 

2 

72 

2 

28 

3 

30 

2 

108 

3 

78 

'' 

62 

3 

17 

11 

Cherokee 

282 

2 

74 

2 

95 

1 

38 

1 

1  44 

1 

181 

1 

73 

2 

17 

12 

Cheyenne 

99 

4 

91 

1 

19 

4 

29 

3 

79 

4 

78 

2 

79 

1 

17 

13 

Clark 

105 

4 

92 

1 

5 

5 

59 

1 

179 

1 

23 

u 

70 

2 

17 

14 

Clay 

102 

4 

78 

1 

19 

4 

31 

2 

102 

3 

69 

<: 

105 

1 

17 

15 

Cloud 

160 

3 

70 

2 

13 

5 

31 

2 

93 

3 

68 

2 

51 

3 

17 

16 

Coffey 

124 

4 

56 

3 

18 

4 

27 

3 

100 

3 

58 

3 

51 

4 

17 

17 

Comanche 

112 

4 

65 

i 

5 

5 

16 

5 

37 

5 

1)2 

3 

63 

2 

17 

le 

Cowley 

131 

4 

75 

2 

13 

5 

34 

2 

112 

2 

31 

4 

79 

1 

17 

19 

Crawford 

207 

3 

71 

2 

49 

2 

37 

1 

13b 

1 

73 

2 

75 

1 

17 

20 

Decatur 

125 

4 

84 

1 

14 

4 

29 

3 

101 

3 

35 

4 

73 

2 

17 

21 

Dickinson 

98 

4 

87 

1 

23 

3 

37 

1 

119 

2 

58 

3 

95 

1 

Recipient    rate,    average    assistance  payment,    and  nat 
(i^lntlle   •!■  represents  Uie  hlghes:   firth  and   "6"   the  lowest   nrtr,.      a  "a  ■ 


K/VNSAS  g  I 

ional   quintile    rank    for  selected  public    assistance   programs,    by  county,    June    I960 

was  used  to   Indicate  either  that  the  State  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In   the  county.) 


State 

County 

0.\A 

AFDC 

APTD 

Recipient  race 

Average  payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

pajnser.t 

Feclpien 

t  rate 

Aver=g 

Code 

Nine 

code 

per  terson 

Per   rittily 

pai.jcni. 

Bate 

vir- 
tue 

Aicour.p 

iJIn- 
tllc 

Fate 

Qulc- 
tlle 

A.'p.ount 

^uln- 
tlle 

Ar.ount 

,i;lr,- 
tlle 

Rate 

tile 

A-oun-. 

,Tjlr.- 
tUe 

17 

22 

Doniphan 

163 

' 

74 

2 

15 

t+ 

37 

1 

125 

2 

7  3 

fi 

73 

17 

23 

Douglas 

71 

5 

70 

- 

19 

4 

33 

2 

126 

2 

24 

4 

86 

17 

2'* 

Ekivaxds 

129 

i+ 

106 

2  6 

3 

34 

^ 

138 

1 

5  5 

3 

104 

17 

2b 

Elk 

172 

3 

7o 

43 

31 

- 

100 

3 

73 

z. 

6  1 

17 

26 

Ellis 

103 

4 

85 

iO 

D 

45 

1 

lb  J 

1 

14 

3> 

116 

17 

27 

Ellsworth 

72 

5 

89 

10 

5 

38 

1 

136 

1 

^, 

^' 

1  13 

17 

28 

Finney 

138 

3 

88 

36 

37 

1 

164 

1 

3  3 

u 

75 

17 

29 

Ford 

78 

3 

93 

10 

32 

2 

133 

1 

19 

' 

97 

17 

30 

Franklin 

129 

4 

82 

29 

3 

33 

2 

109 

2 

52 

3 

79 

17 

31 

Geary 

112 

4 

34 

24 

3 

41 

1 

148 

1 

27 

4 

101 

17 

32 

Gove 

121 

4 

91 

3 

5 

51 

245 

1 

15 

5 

l52 

17 

33 

Graham 

136 

3 

80 

10 

5 

26 

3 

77 

4 

61 

3 

9  = 

17 

34 

Grant 

90 

4 

114 

10 

5 

56 

1 

194 

1 

7 

5 

151 

17 

35 

Gray 

137 

3 

86 

9 

5 

28 

3 

109 

2 

71 

2 

79 

17 

35 

Greeley 

188 

3 

98 

zz 

3 

50 

1 

172 

1 

27 

1* 

85 

17 

37 

Greenvood 

202 

3 

84 

37 

2 

3b 

1 

141 

1 

•*7 

3 

80 

17 

38 

Hamilton 

108 

1+ 

85 

10 

5 

40 

1 

161 

1 

25 

ll 

122 

17 

39 

Harper 

109 

4 

90 

tj 

5 

28 

3 

114 

2 

45 

3 

82 

17 

40 

Harvey 

75 

5 

72 

23 

3 

33 

- 

1  36 

1 

2  4 

4 

75 

17 

41 

Haskell 

121 

4 

114 

10 

5 

27 

3 

97 

3 

1.6 

3 

106 

17 

42 

Hodgeman 

93 

4 

107 

7 

5 

33 

2 

108 

3 

39 

3 

131 

62 


Recipient    rate,    average    assistance  payment,    and  nat 
({Jjlnclle   •!■  represer,i:s  zl.e  highest   ri  rt^.  snd   "&•   t.'ie  lowest   fl  rui.      a  •9" 


KANSAS 
ional    quintile    rank    for   selected   public    assistance   programs,    by   county,     June    I960 

was  used   to  Indicate  either   that  trie  State  had  no  program  or  that  there  wre  no  recipients  In  the  county.) 


County 

OAA 

AFDC 

ATTD 

State 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

pa,VTtient 

Beclplen 

rate 

Average 

payment 

code 

Code 

Name 

^'e^  person 

Per  fimlly 

Rate 

vir- 
tue 

AniOLmt 

Quin- 
tile 

Bate 

IJuln- 
tlle 

Ajnoont 

41)  In- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

(?iln- 
tlle 

17 

'+5 

Jackson 

154 

3 

77 

2 

22 

3 

42 

1 

113 

2 

65 

2 

75 

2 

11 

Ui^ 

Jefferson 

142 

3 

88 

1 

le 

4 

32 

2 

139 

1 

53 

3 

87 

17 

45 

Jevell 

loO 

3 

77 

2 

20 

4 

33 

^. 

110 

2 

56 

3 

85 

T_  7 

'.S 

Johnson 

46 

5 

8b 

1 

i 

5 

3  3 

- 

148 

1 

4 

6 

67 

17 

tt7 

Kearny 

175 

3 

99 

1 

14 

14 

o. 

1 

2  05 

1 

ivS 

3 

133 

17 

4r 

Kingman 

85 

5 

101 

1 

8 

5 

2o 

3 

83 

i+ 

47 

3 

122 

17 

iiC 

Kioua 

96 

4 

125 

1 

11 

5 

3o 

1 

139 

1 

21 

5 

123 

17 

■-' 

Labette 

iBl 

3 

77 

2 

69 

1 

40 

1 

153 

1 

104 

2 

78 

17 

51 

Lane 

59 

5 

82 

1^ 

0 

5 

0 

-y 

0 

Q 

13 

5 

92 

17 

52 

Leavenworth 

90 

4 

77 

c 

21 

4 

37 

1 

1  35 

1 

26 

4 

68 

2 

17 

53 

Lincoln 

104 

4 

65 

1 

14 

4 

39 

1 

14H 

1 

21 

5 

75 

2 

17 

=  6. 

Linn 

212 

2 

70 

- 

42 

2 

27 

3 

1  18 

2 

80 

2 

71 

2 

17 

55 

Logan 

137 

3 

9  5 

1 

9 

5 

34 

2 

138 

1 

25 

4 

157 

17 

56 

Lyon 

105 

4 

81 

1 

15 

4 

34 

- 

125 

2 

33 

4 

81 

17 

57 

McPherson 

85 

5 

35 

1 

15 

4 

29 

J 

114 

2 

41 

3 

81 

17 

58 

Marion 

129 

4 

80 

1 

8 

5 

34 

' 

106 

3 

76 

2 

83 

17 

59 

S-iLrshall 

112 

4 

83 

1 

17 

4 

33 

^ 

1  12 

2 

53 

3 

92 

17 

60 

Meade 

74 

5 

85 

1 

3 

5 

39 

1 

119 

2 

11 

5 

59 

17 

61 

t-iiami 

106 

4 

84 

1 

40 

' 

37 

1 

134 

1 

52 

3 

81 

17 

62 

Mitchell 

9Q 

4 

56 

3 

9 

5 

2  2 

4 

9  3 

3 

21 

5 

54 

17 

63 

Montgomery 

150 

3 

77 

- 

40 

2 

34 

2 

114 

2 

53 

3 

76 

KANSAS 


63 


Recipient    rate,    average   assistance  payment,    and   nat 

die    "i"  represents  Che  iilghest   rifch  and   "5"  the  lowest  fifth,      a  "y 


ional   quintile    rank    for  selected  public   assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    1960 

'3s  used  to  Indicate  either  that  the  State  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In    the  county.; 


County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

Recipient  rate 

Average  payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient 

rate 

code 

Code 

Name 

per  person     1 

Per  family 

Average  payment 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Bate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

Oiln- 
tUe 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

17 

64 

Morris 

160 

^ 

81 

1 

35 

2 

31 

2 

1  15 

2 

99 

2 

75 

17 

65 

Morton 

110 

4 

85 

1 

2  0 

4 

31 

2 

136 

1 

18 

5 

82 

17 

66 

Nemaha 

142 

3 

78 

1 

17 

4 

42 

1 

151 

1 

72 

2 

86 

17 

67 

Neosho 

140 

3 

72 

2 

28 

3 

32 

^ 

119 

2 

46 

3 

77 

17 

Ob 

Ness 

89 

4 

OO 

1 

2 

5 

30 

2 

120 

2 

22 

k 

77 

17 

69 

Norton 

119 

4 

8  0 

1 

10 

6 

32 

2 

114 

2 

27 

4 

136 

17 

7  0 

Osage 

117 

4 

70 

i 

21 

4 

27 

3 

111 

2 

48 

3 

57 

17 

71 

Osborne 

101 

4 

74 

2 

7 

5 

38 

1 

120 

2 

40 

3 

105 

17 

72 

Ottawa 

134 

3 

88 

1 

41 

2 

37 

1 

189 

1 

64 

2 

76 

17 

7^ 

Pawnee 

72 

5 

85 

1 

30 

3 

30 

2 

1C2 

3 

41 

3 

88 

17 

74 

Phillips 

146 

3 

90 

1 

2  1 

4 

39 

1 

128 

2 

83 

2 

91 

17 

75 

Pottawatomie 

102 

4 

70 

- 

10 

5 

25 

3 

95 

3 

44 

3 

82 

17 

76 

Pratt 

93 

4 

88 

1 

20 

4 

30 

2 

119 

2 

44 

3 

104 

1 

17 

77 

Rawlins 

84 

5 

69 

2 

3 

5 

28 

3 

223 

1 

15 

5 

94 

17 

78 

Reno 

97 

4 

78 

1 

21 

4 

36 

1 

137 

1 

36 

4 

83 

17 

7g 

Republic 

123 

4 

80 

1 

4 

5 

29 

3 

81 

4 

46 

3 

61 

17 

8^ 

Bice 

102 

4 

90 

1 

17 

4 

3'* 

2 

106 

3 

51 

3 

102 

17 

81 

Riley 

61 

5 

86 

1 

6 

5 

37 

1 

166 

1 

6 

5 

89 

17 

82 

Rooks 

80 

5 

76 

2 

6 

5 

26 

3 

107 

3 

23 

4 

60 

17 

83 

Rush 

91 

4 

84 

1 

1  5 

4 

35 

1 

130 

2 

19 

5 

103 

17 

84 

Russell 

101 

4 

86 

1 

9 

5 

50 

1 

155 

1 

16 

5 

96 

64  KANSAS 

Recipient   rate,    average  aaaistance  payment,    and  national  quintile   rank   for  selected  public  assistance  programs,    by  county,    June   1960 

(iJlrjille   'i*  represents  Uie  hlgftesc  rifUi  and  'S*  the  lowest;  firui.      a  "9"  was  used  co  Indicate  eltiter  that  the  State  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In  the  county.) 


State 
code 


Count  y 


17 

85 

17 

86 

17 

87 

17 

88 

17 

89 

17 

9C 

17 

91 

17 

92 

17 

93 

17 

94 

17 

95 

17 

96 

17 

97 

1  7 

98 

17 

99 

17 

100 

17 

101 

17 

102 

17 

103 

17 

104 

17 

105 

Saline 

Scott 

Sedgwick 

Seward 

Shawnee 

Sheridan 

Sherman 

Smith 

Stafford 

Stanton 

Stevens 

Sumner 

Thomas 

Trego 

Wabaunsee 

Wallace 

Washington 

Wichita 

Wilson 

Woodson 

Wyandotte 


OAA 


Recipient   race 


135 
105 
116 
82 
95 
131 

138 
104 

89 
130 
117 

79 
113 
102 
115 
119 

99 
175 
173 

91 


Average  payment 


79 
1  15 
91 
98 
76 
70 
79 

68 
98 
135 
100 
84 
86 
74 
74 
74 
80 
75 
71 
79 
66 


AFDC 


Recipient  rate 


19 
12 
35 
24 
26 
9 
25 
16 
17 

1 
14 
20 
11 
9 
7 
21 
16 
15 
32 
37 
25 


Average  payment 

per   Family 


38 

27 

40 

46 

36 

40 

33 

26 

29 

27 

36 

35 

34 

30 

33 

28 

36 

49 

34 

34 

28 


Quln- 
tlle 


1  44 

1  10 
162 
182 
142 
162 
115 

106 
119 

54 
121 
133 
177 
109 

92 
150 
117 
190 
107 
117 
120 


APTD 


Recipient  rate 


28 

T 

27 
27 
28 

33 

46 
74 
53 

0 
26 

27 
29 

25 

40 

llO 

74 

ll> 

93 

100 

20 


Average  payment 


85 

127 

99 

104 

83 

71 

72 

75 

105 

0 

377 

89 

170 

126 

78 

174 

101 

97 

61 

69 

64 
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Recipient    rate,    average    assistance  payment,    and   national   quintile    rank    for   selected   public   assistance   programs,    by   county,    June    I960 

(*Jlrtlle    -1-  rerresencs  the  nigjiesL   ri  f Ui  and   -6-   Che  lowest   ri  fun.      a  -y  -  »m?  used  Co  Indicate  either  Chat  the  State  had  no  pro^rar,  or   cnat  t^iere  were  no  recipients  In   the  county.) 


County 

OAA 

AFDC 

AITT) 

Code 

Name 

Reclplenc  race 

Average 

payment. 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

RGclpIen 

t  rate 

Average  paynenc 

code 

Per  terson 

Per   fijilly 

Rate 

tlle 

Amount 

Swin- 
dle 

Hate 

Julr.- 

tlle 

A.T,o-jnt 

Quin- 
ine 

Anount 

<uli^ 
tile 

Rate 

»iln- 
tUe 

Aisount 

Jjln- 
tlle 

18 

1 

Adair 

300 

2 

42 

5 

69 

1 

2  3 

u 

7: 

4 

7  J 

■^2 

5 

18 

2 

Allen 

543 

2 

45 

5 

57 

1 

22 

c 

',. 

5 

.-i  3 

^ 

-5 

5 

18 

3 

Anderson 

141 

3 

47 

4 

20 

4 

22 

^ 

o8 

D 

43 

3 

4  2 

5 

18 

4 

Ballard 

220 

- 

46 

5 

39 

2 

21 

l4 

62 

5 

7  3 

i 

^3 

3 

18 

5 

Barren 

237 

2 

47 

4 

06 

1 

23 

i-r 

79 

4 

73 

2 

•*6 

4 

18 

6 

Bath 

3>*0 

i 

46 

5 

113 

2  2 

(* 

87 

4 

163 

1 

46 

4 

18 

7 

Bell 

308 

' 

42 

5 

101 

1 

20 

-* 

77 

■* 

99 

2 

4t; 

5 

18 

8 

Boone 

80 

5 

47 

4 

5 

5 

25 

i 

78 

<4 

7 

5 

42 

5 

18 

9 

Bo'jrbon 

170 

3 

h6 

c 

48 

2 

19 

-♦ 

64 

5 

33 

4 

49 

4 

18 

10 

Boyd 

116 

4 

46 

5 

24 

3 

21 

"4 

76 

4 

25 

4 

45 

5 

18 

11 

Boyle 

136 

3 

46 

C 

36 

t. 

2  3 

i+ 

71 

4 

34 

4 

43 

& 

18 

12 

Bracken 

167 

3 

51 

^ 

31 

3 

23 

^4 

70 

4 

41 

3 

42 

5 

18 

13 

Breathitt 

517 

1 

42 

5 

16 

" 

67 

1 

77 

4 

181 

1 

39 

5 

18 

14 

Breckinridge 

230 

2 

46 

5 

41 

z 

21 

if 

68 

5 

103 

2 

^+4 

5 

18 

15 

Bullitt 

140 

3 

46 

5 

12 

5 

19 

4 

69 

5 

23 

4 

47 

4 

18 

16 

Butler 

411 

1 

46 

5 

8Z 

1 

22 

i* 

76 

4 

159 

1 

45 

4 

18 

17 

Cald«ell 

252 

2 

49 

4 

51 

2 

21 

4 

75 

4 

72 

2 

51 

4 

18 

18 

Calloway 

194 

3 

47 

4 

16 

4 

22 

<+ 

70 

4 

34 

4 

49 

4 

18 

19 

Campbell 

43 

5 

49 

4 

10 

5 

21 

4 

83 

4 

11 

5 

48 

4 

18 

20 

CarUsle 

257 

2 

^7 

4 

30 

3 

2  3 

^ 

74 

4 

37 

46 

4 

66 


Recipient    rate,     average    assistznce   payment,    a/id   nat 

reser.zs  tr.e  .^li-'-.esi    fULh  and    "e"   t^e  latest    flfLti.      A  "9" 


KENTUCKY  ^ 

Lonal    quintile    rank    for   selected   public    assistance   programs,    by   county,    June    I960 

was  used   co   Indicate  elUier  Lhat   die  State  had  no  program  or   mat  there  were  no  recipients  In   the  county.) 


Count  y 

OAA 

AFDC                                      1 

APTD 

State 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Reclplen 

rate 

Averasi' 

payroer.  L 

Recipient 

rate 

Average 

code 

Code 

Name 

Her  Derson 

Per   r«i.lly     1 

payment 

Rate 

Quln- 
CUe 

Amount 

Qu  Ir- 
ene 

Bate 

vir- 
tue 

Amour.t 

iutn- 
tUe 

Amount 

5ulr>- 
tue 

Rate 

(Jjln- 
tlle 

Amount 

*jln- 
tlle 

16 

2  - 

Carroll 

189 

3 

47 

U 

36 

2 

21 

1* 

74 

4 

36 

46 

4 

18 

22 

Carter 

253 

2 

44 

b 

63 

1 

21 

u 

7  5 

4 

52 

3 

43 

5 

18 

23 

Casey 

32  3 

2 

H  5 

5 

61 

1 

21 

- 

7  3 

4 

84 

2 

41 

c. 

IB 

24 

Christian 

228 

- 

n7 

H 

50 

= 

21 

- 

71 

4 

36 

4 

46 

4 

16 

2? 

Clark 

174 

3 

46 

5 

49 

2 

23 

il 

7b 

4 

35 

u 

1*1+ 

5 

18 

26 

Clay 

497 

1 

43 

5 

134 

1 

20 

^ 

80 

4 

228 

1 

41 

5 

16 

27 

Clinton 

414 

1 

^4 

5 

108 

i 

21 

u 

75 

4 

172 

1 

42 

5 

18 

2P 

Crittenden 

281 

2 

48 

4 

51 

- 

2  1 

i* 

71 

4 

65 

i 

41* 

5 

16 

2  = 

Cijnberland 

376 

1 

43 

5 

117 

:i2 

u 

74 

W 

134 

1 

42 

5 

18 

30 

Daviess 

132 

u 

i,l 

4 

2  5 

21 

" 

1  i 

u 

2  7 

- 

50 

4 

16 

31 

Eklmonson 

297 

- 

4i+ 

5 

69 

19 

4 

71 

1+ 

1<;5 

1 

40 

5 

16 

32 

Elliott 

390 

1 

42 

5 

103 

2  1 

4 

77 

^ 

143 

1 

40 

5 

18 

^  3 

Estill 

294 

2 

1.7 

4 

93 

21 

4 

78 

4 

110 

1 

45 

5 

18 

B^* 

Fayette 

124 

4 

'40 

4 

id 

19 

t* 

67 

5 

27 

u 

50 

4 

18 

35 

Fleming 

180 

3 

46 

S 

29 

22 

4 

69 

5 

15 

5 

38 

5 

18 

34 

Floyd 

296 

2 

43 

5 

59 

20 

t* 

76 

4 

83 

2 

43 

5 

16 

37 

Franklin 

118 

4 

u7 

4 

19 

21 

4 

^0 

4 

19 

c, 

48 

4 

16 

38 

Fulton 

250 

2 

45 

5 

117 

21 

4 

85 

4 

121 

1 

43 

5 

16 

3  9 

Gallatin 

222 

2 

46 

5 

19 

22 

4 

65 

3 

3^ 

k 

44 

5 

18 

4r: 

Garrard 

121 

4 

46 

c, 

18 

24 

3 

73 

4 

11 

5 

41 

5 

KENTUCKY 

Recipient    rate,     average    assistance   payment,    and   national   quintile    rank    for   selected   public    assit 
(ftilntlle   ■!"  represents  u.e  filghest   ri  rch  and    ■&"  the  lowest   flfUi.      a  -9"  was  used  to  Indicate  elttier  that  uie  State  ftad  no 
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tance    programs,    by   county, 

program  or   that  there  were  no 


June    I960 

recipients  In   the  county.) 


Stice 

County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

paiTnent 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Averag 

Code 

1 

Name 

payment 

code 

per  terson 

Per   ramlly 

Rate 

tue 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Pate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amoun  t 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Qjln- 
tlle 

Rate 

3Jlr/- 
tue 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

18 

41 

Grant 

161 

3 

4b 

^ 

,1 

4 

H 

7  9 

4 

23 

41 

5 

18 

42 

Graves 

218 

2 

"° 

3 

36 

i 

l^ 

i* 

7i 

4 

57 

3 

43 

5 

18 

43 

Grayson 

216 

2 

45 

5 

58 

1 

20 

» 

76 

^ 

119 

1 

43 

5 

18 

44 

Green 

201 

5 

45 

5 

23 

3 

22 

n 

66 

5 

52 

3 

3  9 

5 

18 

4=. 

Greenup 

198 

3 

46 

5 

-0 

2 

21 

4 

81 

4 

39 

3 

4  3 

5 

18 

46 

Hancock 

201 

3 

45 

5 

2  1 

4 

21 

^ 

83 

^ 

^6 

47 

4 

18 

47 

Hardin 

119 

4 

■+4 

5 

8 

5 

20 

U 

78 

4 

7 

r 

45 

5 

18 

48 

Harlan 

259 

2 

45 

5 

S7 

1 

21 

4 

77 

^ 

6  9 

2 

42 

5 

18 

49 

Harrison 

182 

3 

47 

u 

,: 

- 

2  1 

<4 

73 

4 

48 

3 

50 

4 

18 

50 

Hart 

179 

3 

45 

S 

"4 

- 

22 

^ 

74 

4 

b5 

3 

44 

5 

18 

51 

Henderson 

173 

3 

4b 

5 

3  2 

3 

21 

- 

66 

; 

^0 

s 

-.5 

5 

18 

52 

Henry 

128 

4 

50 

4 

39 

- 

21 

4 

6-+ 

5 

4e 

3 

H  O 

^ 

16 

53 

Hickman 

253 

2 

48 

'* 

-40 

-~ 

20 

i+ 

63 

5 

73 

t: 

50 

4 

18 

64 

Hopkins 

213 

2 

47 

4 

47 

-" 

21 

4 

73 

4 

35 

4 

47 

H 

18 

55 

Jackson 

460 

1 

44 

' 

12  1 

1 

12 

a 

79 

4 

160 

1 

43 

5 

18 

56 

Jefferson 

82 

5 

49 

4 

32 

3 

f'.  2 

- 

65 

4 

2  4 

^ 

55 

3 

18 

57 

Jessamine 

211 

3 

44 

5 

30 

3 

19 

- 

66 

5 

37 

4 

44 

5 

18 

58 

Johnson 

409 

1 

43 

^ 

109 

1 

22 

4 

81 

4 

114 

1 

44 

5 

18 

59 

Kenton 

49 

5 

48 

U 

8 

5 

20 

4 

82 

4 

r 

5 

51 

4 

18 

60 

Knott 

479 

1 

4^ 

b 

147 

1 

20 

4 

83 

4 

149 

1 

41 

5 
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RecipienC    rate,    average   assistance  payment,    and   national   quintilc    rank   for  selected  public   assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    1960 

(Qalnclle   •:•  re;reser-*.s.  ir.e  hi^iSsi   TlTzh  and   "S*  the  loAesc   rifLfi.      a  'y  •  was  used   Co   indicate  elUier  t^at  the  state  nad  no  prograin  or   that  there  were  no  recipients  In   tfie  county.) 


County 

OAA 

AFDC 

AITD 

State 

Recipient  race 

Average  payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

pajment 

Reclplen 

rate 

Average 

payment 

code 

Code 

Name 

per  person     1 

Per  r  mlfy 

Rate 

Oiln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tilc 

Race 

Quln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quln- 
tlle 

Amount 

5uln- 
tlle 

Rate 

*ln- 
tue 

Amount 

Juln- 
tllc 

le 

61 

fCnox 

332 

2 

43 

5 

106 

1 

20 

4 

79 

4 

138 

1 

43 

5 

18 

52 

Larue 

182 

3 

46 

5 

21 

4 

22 

4 

61 

5 

48 

3 

43 

5 

IS 

63 

Laurel 

255 

2 

42 

5 

oO 

1 

20 

4 

75 

4 

72 

2 

41 

5 

18 

6'' 

Ifiwrence 

368 

1 

43 

5 

130 

1 

20 

4 

78 

4 

115 

1 

42 

5 

18 

65 

Lee 

342 

2 

t»4 

5 

94 

1 

20 

- 

78 

4 

103 

•2 

39 

5 

18 

56 

LesUe 

760 

1 

42 

5 

166 

1 

20 

4 

75 

4 

154 

1 

42 

5 

18 

57 

Letcher 

333 

2 

43 

5 

90 

1 

21 

4 

78 

4 

92 

2 

43 

5 

18 

6B 

Lewis 

251 

2 

48 

4 

65 

1 

21 

4 

84 

4 

79 

2 

48 

4 

18 

59 

Lincoln 

235 

2 

44 

5 

45 

2 

22 

4 

82 

4 

53 

3 

40 

5 

18 

70 

Livingston 

312 

2 

43 

5 

49 

2 

22 

4 

67 

5 

80 

7 

44 

5 

18 

71 

Logan 

208 

3 

45 

5 

44 

2 

22 

4 

76 

4 

50 

3 

47 

4 

18 

72 

I^on 

289 

2 

49 

4 

55 

1 

21 

4 

66 

5 

88 

2 

45 

5 

18 

73 

HcCracken 

178 

3 

48 

4 

34 

2 

22 

4 

77 

4 

35 

4 

48 

4 

18 

74 

HcCreaj-y 

413 

1 

41 

5 

133 

1 

20 

4 

81 

4 

161 

1 

40 

5 

18 

75 

McLean 

193 

3 

45 

5 

35 

2 

21 

4 

67 

5 

47 

3 

44 

5 

18 

76 

(•ladison 

223 

2 

45 

5 

39 

2 

22 

4 

73 

4 

31 

4 

45 

4 

18 

77 

Magoffin 

444 

1 

43 

5 

92 

1 

21 

4 

79 

4 

131 

1 

42 

5 

18 

78 

Marlon 

232 

2 

45 

5 

41 

2 

21 

4 

77 

4 

53 

3 

40 

5 

18 

7? 

i^lar  shall 

239 

2 

47 

4 

24 

3 

21 

4 

73 

4 

25 

4 

48 

4 

18 

ar. 

l-lartln 

433 

1 

41 

5 

108 

1 

20 

4 

77 

4 

118 

1 

44 

5 

KENTUCKY 
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County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

Stite 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payr.ent 

Reclplen 

.  rate 

Average 

code 

Code 

Name 

f'er  ^erson 

per  raF.liy 

paiitent 

Rate 

*Jln- 
tlle 

Anount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

Juln- 
tlle 

Aj.O'jnt 

Quln- 
tlle 

Ariour.t 

tile 

Rate 

JJlr,- 
tlle 

Ar.out.t 

Jjlr- 
tlle 

18 

81 

Mason 

157 

3 

46 

5 

47 

2 

19 

^ 

7  1 

4 

46 

-  3 

u 

IB 

82 

Meade 

150 

3 

44 

5 

4 

5 

24 

3 

o8 

5 

16 

5 

46 

4 

le 

83 

Menifee 

424 

1 

45 

5 

Qi» 

1 

21 

£2 

4 

lo9 

1 

4fc 

4 

18 

84 

Mercer 

157 

3 

47 

4 

C  9 

3 

2  1 

4 

76 

4 

51 

3 

^t5 

4 

18 

85 

Metcali-e 

272 

2 

40 

5 

4d 

; 

23 

i*. 

75 

^ 

77 

2 

41 

5 

18 

85 

Monroe 

319 

2 

44 

5 

73 

1 

?.i 

i* 

79 

4 

64 

2 

42 

5 

18 

87 

Montgcansry 

281 

2 

40 

3 

t(3 

1 

21 

h 

76 

4 

^  a 

3 

4c 

4 

18 

88 

Morgan 

365 

1 

45 

5 

^1 

1 

22 

- 

81 

4 

112 

1 

42 

5 

18 

89 

M'-ihlenberg 

2  31 

2 

46 

5 

4£* 

2 

?  2 

4 

72 

4 

73 

2 

46 

4 

18 

90 

Nelson 

139 

3 

45 

5 

2  '^ 

3 

:o 

•4 

7  3 

4 

51 

4 

45 

5 

18 

91 

Nicholas 

228 

2 

46 

5 

10 

5 

20 

4 

74 

■-I- 

66 

2 

42 

5 

18 

92 

(Silo 

242 

2 

45 

5 

49 

2 

21 

- 

72 

4 

77 

2 

■43 

5 

18 

93 

Oldham 

77 

s 

46 

c. 

2  1 

4 

21 

- 

75 

4 

10 

5 

48 

^ 

18 

94 

Owen 

175 

3 

46 

5 

24 

^ 

21 

4 

68 

5 

6  5 

2 

48 

4 

18 

95 

Owsley 

407 

1 

'*5 

5 

109 

1 

21 

4 

" 

4 

120 

1 

^9 

5 

18 

96 

Pendleton 

155 

3 

50 

4 

16 

* 

22 

4 

71 

4 

30 

4 

r  6 

3 

18 

97 

Peny 

351 

2 

43 

5 

81 

1 

20 

u 

79 

- 

67 

2 

4l 

5 

18 

98 

Pike 

262 

2 

41 

5 

47 

2 

2  0 

- 

73 

4 

50 

3 

40 

5 

18 

99 

PoweU 

334 

2 

46 

5 

6  9 

1 

21 

4 

80 

4 

81 

2 

40 

5 

18 

100 

Pulaski 

234 

2 

45 

5 

61 

1 

21 

4               77 

4 

63 

2 

43 

5 

70 
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rifLh  and   ■5"   ZT\e  lQv,esz   n  fLh.      A  '9" 


ional   quintile    rank   for   selected  public   assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    1960 
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County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

Reclplen 

rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

pajmenc 

Reclplen 

rate 

Average 

payment 

J 

Code 

Name 

per  terson 

Per  family 

Rate 

OJln- 
tlle 

junount 

Quln- 
Clle 

Rate 

QLln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

«uln- 
tlle 

Rate 

(Jiln- 
CUe 

Amount 

9uln- 
tlle 

IS 

101 

Robertson 

l?;* 

3 

46 

4 

:-8 

2 

21 

4 

73 

4 

31 

1* 

49 

4 

18 

102 

Rockcastle 

340 

2 

46 

5 

93 

1 

21 

4 

82 

4 

115 

1 

44 

5 

18 

103 

Rowan 

243 

2 

4t 

5 

55 

1 

20 

4 

79 

4 

23 

4 

46 

4 

18 

lOii 

Russell 

372 

1 

43 

5 

46 

2 

21 

4 

71 

4 

86 

2 

3  8 

5 

18 

135 

Scott 

153 

3 

47 

4 

34 

2 

21 

4 

76 

4 

30 

4 

48 

4 

18 

106 

Shelby 

101 

4 

48 

4 

2  1 

4 

23 

4 

72 

4 

15 

i; 

47 

4 

18 

107 

Sinrpson 

229 

2 

47 

4 

56 

1 

21 

4 

72 

4 

46 

3 

48 

4 

18 

108 

Spencer 

157 

3 

4  3 

5 

50 

2 

20 

4 

72 

4 

34 

4 

43 

5 

18 

139 

Taylor 

230 

2 

47 

4 

42 

2 

23 

4 

70 

4 

40 

3 

45 

5 

16 

110 

Todd 

282 

2 

47 

4 

48 

2 

20 

4 

71 

4 

39 

3 

49 

4 

le 

111 

Trigg 

241 

•? 

44 

5 

46 

2 

21 

4 

70 

4 

80 

2 

40 

5 

18 

112 

Trimble 

137 

3 

44 

5 

28 

3 

19 

4 

65 

5 

27 

U 

42 

5 

18 

113 

Union 

219 

2 

47 

4 

50 

2 

21 

4 

68 

5 

56 

3 

4b 

4 

16 

Hi* 

Warren 

217 

2 

48 

4 

55 

1 

22 

4 

74 

4 

43 

3 

48 

4 

le 

115 

Washington 

152 

3 

48 

4 

23 

3 

19 

4 

67 

5 

31 

'* 

50 

4 

18 

116 

Wayne 

354 

2 

45 

5 

77 

1 

22 

4 

77 

4 

92 

2 

43 

5 

18 

m 

Webster 

184 

3 

47 

4 

36 

2 

21 

4 

77 

4 

53 

3 

42 

5 

18 

118 

Whitley 

306 

2 

44 

5 

119 

1 

21 

i+ 

81 

4 

114 

1 

42 

5 

16 

119 

Wolfe 

376 

1 

44 

5 

136 

1 

21 

i+ 

76 

4 

213 

1 

43 

5 

13 

120 

Woodford 

108 

4 

4b 

5 

lb 

4 

19 

4 

65          5 

25 

4 

44 

5 

LOUISIANA 
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Recipient    rate,    average    assistance   payroent,    and   national   quintile    rank    for   selected   public    assistance   programs,    by   county,    June    I960 

/Oulntlle  ■!■  represents  Uie  highest  flfUi  and  «5"  the  lowest  firth.     A  *9*  was  used  to  Indicate  either  that  the  State  had  no  program, 
there  were  no  recipients  In  the  county,   or  the  nuiqtier  was  too  small   to  compute  a  valid  average  or  rate.7 


State 

County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

pajment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

Code 

Naoe 

payment 

code 

per     erson 

Per  family 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

9iln- 
tue 

Amount 

tlle 

19 

■1 

Acadia 

563 

72 

2 

54 

23 

u 

100 

3 

142 

54 

3 

19 

2 

AUen 

607 

I 

58 

2 

61 

24 

3 

101 

3 

116 

52 

4 

19 

3 

Ascension 

675 

7? 

2 

77 

23 

u 

97 

3 

125 

55 

3 

19 

i* 

Assumption 

649 

66 

3 

53 

22 

4 

97 

3 

139 

47 

4 

19 

5 

Avoyelles 

797 

75 

2 

102 

25 

3 

90 

3 

225 

55 

3 

19 

6 

Beauregard 

588 

71 

2 

96 

25 

3 

103 

3 

116 

58 

3 

19 

7 

BlenvlUe 

676 

70 

2 

78 

24 

3 

96 

3 

167 

50 

4 

19 

8 

Bossier 

564 

t,a 

2 

30 

2 

2  2 

4 

99 

3 

41 

49 

4 

19 

9 

Caddo 

462 

71 

2 

75 

23 

4 

98 

3 

75 

67 

3 

19 

10 

Calcasieu 

429 

70 

2 

37 

24 

3 

98 

3 

56 

58 

3 

19 

11 

Caldwell 

668 

75 

2 

93 

23 

4 

95 

3 

218 

53 

4 

19 

12 

Cameron 

289 

67 

? 

32 

24 

3 

92 

3 

83 

59 

3 

19 

13 

Catahoula 

728 

75 

2 

85 

27 

3 

101 

3 

201 

54 

3 

19 

14 

Claiborne 

528 

69 

2 

62 

24 

3 

100 

3 

167 

51 

4 

19 

15 

Concordia 

715 

71 

2 

72 

20 

4 

80 

a 

113 

51 

i* 

19 

16 

DeSoto 

666 

70 

2 

105 

24 

3 

93 

3 

IBB 

49 

4 

19 

17 

East  Baton  Rouge 

419 

72 

2 

42 

^-^ 

4 

95 

3 

62 

57 

3 

19 

18 

East  Carroll 

752 

77 

2 

69 

23 

4 

96 

3 

198 

64 

2 

19 

19 

East  Feliciana 

353 

75 

2 

129 

22 

4 

96 

3 

79 

51 

4 

19 

20 

Evangeline 

763 

76 

2 

128 

27 

3 

96 

3 

267 

63 

2 

19 

21 

Franklin 

746 

77 

2 

95 

25 

3 

104 

3 

191 

60 

3 

72 


LOUISIANA 
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/^Ir.Llle    •!■  represents  the  hlghesc  flfch 
there  were  no  recipients  in 


and   "5"   the  lowest  fifth.      A  "9"  was  used  to   Indicate  either  that  the  State  had  no  program, 
the  county,    or  the  nunber  was   too  small    to  compute  a  valid  average  or  rate.J 


Count  y 

OAA 

ATOC 

APTD 

State 

Recipient  race 

Average  payment 

Reclplen 

rate 

Avera^p 

payment 

Recipient 

rate 

Average 

payment 

d 

Code 

Name 

Per  terson     1 

fcr  family     I 

Rate 

*Jln- 
tlle 

Wnount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

5uln- 
tue 

Amoun : 

,uln- 
tlle 

19 

22 

Grant 

737 

72 

2 

111 

1 

Zi 

4 

87 

u 

196 

1 

51 

i+ 

19 

23 

Iberia 

569 

68 

2 

63 

1 

2  4 

3 

94 

5 

103 

2 

51 

4 

19 

24 

Iberville 

674 

71 

2 

93 

1 

24 

3 

97 

3 

161 

1 

49 

^ 

19 

25 

Jackson 

684 

72 

2 

114 

1 

23 

4 

97 

3 

155 

1 

58 

3 

19 

26 

Jefferson 

346 

66 

3 

lb 

4 

23 

4 

98 

3 

27 

4 

52 

4 

19 

27 

Jefferson  Davis 

507 

70 

2 

47 

2 

25 

3 

07 

3 

117 

1 

55 

3 

19 

26 

Lafayette 

494 

12 

2 

35 

2 

24 

3 

06 

3 

84 

z 

55 

3 

19 

29 

lafourche 

539 

b7 

2 

3  0 

3 

23 

4 

52 

3 

63 

2 

52 

4 

19 

3  0 

TH.-^lle 

b31 

72 

2 

72 

26 

J 

95 

3 

200 

1 

55 

3 

19 

31 

Lincoln 

528 

70 

2 

71 

22 

4 

95 

3 

80 

2 

51 

4 

19 

32 

Livingston 

689 

73 

2 

53 

24 

3 

101 

3 

107 

- 

53 

4 

19 

33 

(■ladlson 

718 

70 

2 

57 

19 

4 

93 

3 

158 

1 

57 

3 

19 

Si. 

Morehouse 

735 

73 

2 

112 

ZZ 

4 

92 

3 

155 

1 

57 

3 

19 

35 

KatcMtoches 

727 

74 

2 

117 

23 

4 

00 

3 

197 

1 

54 

3 

19 

36 

Orleans 

339 

70 

2 

59 

23 

4 

99 

3 

81 

- 

61 

3 

19 

37 

Ouachita 

562 

75 

2 

96 

23 

4 

97 

3 

88 

2 

63 

2 

19 

38 

Plaq. -St.    Bern.    Dist. 

lt84 

60 

2 

12 

23 

4 

93 

3 

25 

u 

4? 

4 

19 

29 

Polnte  Coupee 

725 

74 

- 

104 

2  3 

i* 

103 

3 

178 

1 

51 

H 

19 

40 

Rapides 

517 

73 

2 

62 

23 

4 

94 

3 

107 

2 

58 

"^ 

19 

41 

Red  River 

780 

74 

2 

147 

2  5 

i 

08 

3 

260 

1 

53 

4 

LOUISIANA 

Recipient    rate,    average   assistance  payment,    and  national  quintile   rank  for  selected  public  assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    I960 

/Qulntlle   ■!•  represents  the  bluest  fifth  and  "S"  the  lowest  fifth.      A  »9"  was  used  to  Indicate  either  that  the  State  had  no  program, 
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Scate 

County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

Recipient  race 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

Code 

NaiDe 

payment 

code 

per     erson 

per  r  mlly 

Rate 

quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

ftJln- 
tUe 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

19 

'.2 

Richland 

742 

72 

2 

106 

1 

24 

3 

103 

3 

202 

55 

3 

19 

.3 

Sabine 

723 

73 

2 

110 

1 

25 

3 

9  9 

3 

194 

54 

3 

19 

45 

St.   Charles  Dlst. 

593 

67 

2 

56 

1 

22 

4 

100 

3 

110 

47 

4 

19 

46 

St.   Helena 

774 

75 

2 

111 

1 

2  3 

4 

107 

3 

185 

54 

3 

19 

48 

St.   John  Dist. 

593 

70 

2 

56 

1 

2  3 

4 

9  6 

3 

110 

■*9 

4 

19 

49 

St.    Landry 

626 

72 

2 

64 

1 

24 

3 

99 

3 

155 

54 

3 

19 

50 

St.   Martin 

709 

62 

3 

86 

1 

25 

3 

9  8 

3 

171 

52 

4 

19 

51 

St.  Mary 

560 

06 

3 

42 

2 

22 

4 

9b 

3 

SO 

50 

4 

19 

62 

St.   Taimnany 

437 

69 

2 

34 

2 

23 

4 

102 

3 

72 

53 

4 

19 

53 

Tangipahoa 

626 

73 

2 

92 

23 

4 

101 

3 

153 

55 

3 

19 

54 

Tensas 

733 

72 

2 

56 

23 

4 

97 

3 

194 

55 

3 

19 

55 

Terrebonne 

540 

54 

3 

30 

22 

4 

95 

3 

51 

50 

4 

19 

56 

Union 

699 

71 

2 

103 

1 

23 

4 

98 

3 

157 

51 

4 

19 

57 

Vermilion 

519 

68 

2 

24 

24 

3 

92 

3 

106 

48 

4 

19 

58 

Vernon 

703 

72 

2 

109 

25 

3 

101 

3 

210 

56 

3 

19 

59 

Washington 

572 

71 

2 

68 

24 

3 

101 

3 

127 

57 

3 

19 

60 

Webster 

569 

59 

2 

53 

24 

3 

93 

3 

93 

48 

4 

19 

61 

West  Baton  Rouge 

609 

69 

2 

79 

21 

4 

97 

3 

109 

58 

3 

19 

62 

Wert  Carroll 

750 

74 

2 

74 

25 

3 

99 

3 

188 

66 

3 

19 

63 

West  FeUciana 

636 

72 

2 

98 

23 

4 

95 

3 

87 

2 

44 

5 

19 

64 

Winn 

690 

74 

2 

133 

25 

3 

101 

3 

215 

1 

61 

3 

74 


MAINE 
Recipient    rate,    average   assistance   payment,    and   national   quintile    rank    for  selected  public   assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    1960 

■eser.ts  ir.e  filgliest,   flfLh  and   'b*   Uie  lowest    flfUi.      A  "9'  «as  used   lo  Indicate  either  that  the  State  had  no  program  or  tnat  there  were  no  recipients  In   tjie  county.) 


Councy 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

Sc  ace 

r 

Recipient  rate 

Average  payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Feculen 

rate 

Average 

payment 

code 

Code 

Na«e 

Per     erson     1 

per   :i  nUy 

Rate 

(Juln- 
tlle 

Amount 

*Jln- 
tlle 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

2  0 

Androscoggin 

96 

4 

67 

2 

33 

2 

24 

3 

95 

3 

44 

3 

69 

2 

2>: 

^ 

Aroostook 

227 

2 

66 

3 

53 

2 

25 

3 

103 

3 

83 

2 

68 

2 

20 

3 

Cimterland 

78 

5 

67 

2 

44 

2 

25 

3 

97 

3 

24 

4 

66 

2 

20 

" 

Franklin 

120 

4 

66 

3 

43 

2 

25 

3 

91 

3 

29 

4 

66 

2 

2C 

= 

Hancock 

135 

3 

67 

2 

41 

2 

26 

3 

93 

3 

44 

3 

67 

2 

20 

t 

Kennebec 

103 

4 

69 

2 

54 

2 

26 

3 

96 

3 

47 

3 

68 

2 

20 

- 

Knox 

99 

4 

09 

2 

48 

2 

27 

3 

95 

3 

45 

3 

69 

2 

2^ 

k 

Llncolji 

114 

4 

6d 

2 

45 

2 

26 

3 

97 

3 

40 

3 

69 

2 

2  - 

- 

Oxford 

96 

4 

67 

2 

36 

2 

2  5 

3 

99 

3 

30 

4 

6o 

£^ 

2  - 

Penobscot 

111 

4 

67 

2 

35 

2 

2  6 

3 

95 

3 

28 

i* 

67 

^ 

2  c 

i  1 

Piscataq-j.is 

118 

4 

60 

3 

45 

2 

t'6 

3 

91 

3 

43 

3 

71 

2 

2L 

Sagadahoc 

85 

5 

70 

2 

42 

2 

25 

3 

89 

3 

36 

4 

70 

2 

, 

Somerset 

126 

4 

66 

3 

50 

2 

26 

3 

98 

3 

45 

3 

69 

2 

77 

■  u 

Waldo 

182 

3 

71 

2 

59 

1 

2  6 

3 

97 

3 

75 

2 

70 

2 

2  0 

Washin^on 

182 

3 

66 

3 

81 

1 

26 

3 

93 

3 

114 

1 

68 

2 

20 

'  f- 

York 

63 

5 

67 

2 

*L  3 

3 

26 

3 

98 

3 

20 

6 

68 

2 

MARYIAHD 
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Recipient    rate,    average   assistance  payment,    and  national  quintile    rank    for  selected  public   assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    I960 

{Qjlntlle   •!■  represencs  the  highest  fifth  and  '&'  the  lowest   fifth.      A  "9  •  was  used  to   Indicate  either  that  the  state  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In   the  cour.ty.} 


County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment  Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Averag 

code 

Code 

Nine 

per  cerson 

1     Per  ? 

imlly 

^  payment 

Rate 

(JUID- 

tlle 

junount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

9j1=- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

21 

1 

Allegany 

54 

5 

48 

4 

39 

2 

27 

3 

102 

3 

67 

2 

-.9 

^ 

21 

2 

Anne  Arundel 

30 

5 

61 

3 

13 

D 

25 

3 

107 

3 

15 

5 

60 

3 

21 

3 

Baltimore  County 

15 

5 

61 

3 

4 

5 

28 

3 

100 

3 

5 

5 

59 

3 

21 

4 

Baltimore  City 

58 

5 

59 

3 

57 

1 

27 

3 

120 

2 

77 

2 

69 

2 

21 

5 

Calvert 

52 

5 

49 

4 

23 

3 

23 

4 

94 

3 

36 

4 

32 

5 

21 

5 

Caroline 

58 

5 

49 

4 

25 

3 

25 

3 

91 

3 

57 

3 

53 

4 

21 

7 

Carroll 

26 

5 

60 

3 

11 

5 

23 

4 

95 

3 

29 

4 

55 

3 

21 

8 

Cecil 

t6 

5 

48 

4 

31 

3 

27 

3 

106 

3 

27 

4 

55 

3 

21 

9 

Charles 

60 

5 

43 

5 

30 

3 

20 

4 

92 

3 

43 

3 

43 

5 

21 

10 

Dorchester 

49 

5 

48 

4 

33 

2 

23 

4 

87 

4 

57 

3 

55 

3 

21 

11 

Frederick 

27 

5 

46 

5 

15 

4 

23 

4 

100 

3 

16 

5 

47 

4 

21 

12 

Garrett 

96 

4 

47 

4 

40 

2 

25 

3 

95 

3 

89 

2 

49 

4 

76  MARYIAND 

Recipient    rate,    average   assistance   payment,    and  national   quintile    rank   for  selected  public   assistance   programs,    by  county,    June    1960 
(Jjlntlle   •!"  represents  Uie  hlsbest  firth  and   "5"  the  lowest  flfUi.      A  *9'  was  used  to  Indicate  either  chat  the  State  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  in   the  county.; 


County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

Recipient  race 

Average 

parent 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

code 

Code 

Name 

Per  person 

Per  f  mlly 

Race 

ftJln- 
tllc 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Hate 

(JllD- 

tue 

Amount 

(Jjln- 
tlle 

21 

13 

Harford 

25 

5 

51 

4 

7 

5 

25 

3 

107 

3 

7 

5 

41 

5 

21 

14 

Howard 

20 

5 

56 

3 

10 

5 

20 

4 

96 

3 

10 

5 

49 

4 

21 

15 

Kent 

41 

5 

56 

3 

9 

5 

24 

3 

68 

5 

25 

4 

51 

4 

21 

16 

Montgomery 

15 

5 

60 

3 

4 

5 

2^ 

3 

105 

3 

4 

5 

60 

3 

21 

1^ 

Prince  George's 

23 

5 

60 

3 

11 

5 

27 

3 

116 

2 

7 

5 

58 

3 

21 

18 

Queen  Anne's 

62 

5 

57 

3 

14 

4 

26 

3 

91 

3 

65 

2 

60 

3 

21 

1=5 

St.  Haiy's 

111 

4 

46 

4 

36 

2 

25 

3 

95 

3 

44 

3 

47 

4 

21 

20 

Somerset 

58 

b 

47 

4 

26 

3 

23 

4 

89 

3 

66 

2 

40 

5 

21 

21 

Talbot 

31 

5 

40 

5 

16 

4 

21 

4 

94 

3 

26 

4 

45 

5 

21 

22 

Washington 

47 

5 

52 

4 

29 

3 

27 

3 

104 

3 

30 

4 

53 

4 

21 

23 

Wicomico 

41 

5 

50 

4 

28 

3 

24 

3 

94 

3 

30 

4 

49 

4 

21 

2'' 

Worcester 

48 
1 

5 

52 

4 

21 

4 

22 

4 

110 

2 

45 

3 

52 

4 

MASSACHUSETTS 
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Recipient    rate,    average   assistance  payment,    and  national   quintile    rant    for  selected  public    assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    1960 

(i^lntlle    ■!■  represents  the  hlghesi:   n  rch  and   "5'  the  lowest  firth,      a  "9"  was  used  to   Indicate  either   that  the  State  had  no  prograiri  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In   the  county.) 


County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

Recipient  rate 

Average  payment 

recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Reclplen 

rate 

Average 

code 

Code 

Name 

per  i^erson     1 

Per  family 

payner.  t 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

ailn- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

22 

1 

Barnstable 

9Q 

4 

110 

,:t 

3 

41 

1  -0 

i'* 

4 

126 

22 

2 

Berkshire 

132 

4 

100 

17 

4 

4l 

134 

21 

4 

134 

22 

3 

Bristol 

178 

3 

84 

27 

3 

40 

1  38 

53 

3 

96 

22 

4 

Dukes 

134 

3 

114 

27 

3 

44 

122 

53 

3 

128 

22 

5 

Essex 

153 

1 

03 

19 

4 

43 

146 

3  6 

4 

1  15 

22 

5 

Franklin 

132 

4 

107 

p  3 

3 

4? 

153 

34 

4 

124 

22 

7 

Hainpden 

115 

4 

100 

17 

4 

44 

154 

24 

4 

119 

22 

8 

Hainpsliire 

84 

5 

96 

9 

5 

43 

146 

13 

5 

124 

22 

Q 

Middlesex 

125 

4 

100 

13 

5 

42 

146 

23 

i+ 

121 

22 

10 

Nantucket 

103 

4 

149 

8 

5 

80 

160 

15 

5 

290 

22 

u 

Norfolk 

86 

5 

108 

7 

5 

43 

139 

15 

5 

138 

22 

12 

Plymouth 

139 

3 

99 

12 

3 

42 

136 

36 

4 

119 

22 

13 

Suffolk 

184 

3 

103 

54 

2 

46 

153 

75 

2 

131 

22 

16 

Worcester 

120 

4 

99 

17 

4 

42 

138 

30 

4 

113 

t 

r 

'     ^ 

78 


Recipient    race,    average    assistance  payment,    and  nat 

represents  Lh.e  hlgliesc  Tl  rth  and   »5"  the  lowest   rifOi.      A  "9" 


MICHICIAN 
ional    quintile    rank    for   selected   public    assistance   programs,    by   county, 

was  used   to  indicate  el  tfier  i:hat  u-.e  state  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no 


June    I960 

recipients  In   the  county.) 


Count  y 

OAA 

Anx; 

APTD 

State 

Reclplen 

t  rate 

Average 

a^ent 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient 

rate 

Average 

payment 

code 

Code 

Name 

Per  person     i 

Rer  ra 

tUy  ■ 

Rate 

»Jln- 
tlle 

jwount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

auln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

2? 

1 

Alcona 

131 

U 

60 

■X 

12 

5 

32 

2 

115 

25 

\ 

71 

2 

25 

i 

Alger 

182 

3 

?c 

4 

23 

3 

35 

1 

107 

5 

18 

5 

74 

2 

23 

■\ 

Allegan 

116 

4 

62 

3 

2  2 

3 

31 

2 

119 

2 

17 

5 

68 

2 

2  3 

b. 

Alpena 

103 

4 

58 

3 

14 

4 

':a 

2 

1  11 

2 

24 

4 

57 

3 

23 

5 

Antrim 

195 

3 

64 

3 

27 

3 

36 

1 

116 

2 

u 

5 

32 

1 

23 

6 

Arenac 

186 

3 

60 

3 

33 

2 

31 

2 

1  !3 

2 

20 

5 

77 

1 

23 

7 

Baraga 

253 

2 

53 

4 

49 

2 

33 

2 

i08 

3 

47 

3 

66 

2 

23 

6 

Barry 

124 

4 

62 

3 

16 

4 

29 

3 

109 

2 

10 

5 

67 

2 

23 

9 

Bay 

92 

i+ 

60 

3 

19 

4 

31 

2 

108 

3 

8 

5 

68 

2 

23 

10 

Benzie 

187 

3 

60 

3 

33 

2 

3  4 

2 

119 

2 

36 

4 

68 

2 

23 

11 

Berrien 

90 

u, 

58 

3 

31 

3 

31 

2 

114 

2 

14 

5 

56 

3 

23 

12 

Branch 

96 

4 

&2 

3 

13 

5 

30 

2 

119 

2 

13 

5 

76 

1 

23 

13 

Calhoun 

101 

i* 

62 

3 

26 

3 

31 

2 

116 

2 

16 

5 

68 

2 

23 

14 

Cass 

124 

4 

6  3 

3 

19 

4 

32 

2 

114 

2 

10 

5 

68 

2  •■ 

23 

15 

Charlevoix 

194 

3 

6  3 

3 

21 

i+ 

34 

2 

98 

3 

40 

3 

71 

2 

23 

16 

Cheboygan 

192 

3 

60 

3 

25 

3 

30 

2 

99 

3 

25 

4 

61 

3 

23 

17 

Chippewa 

126 

4 

47 

A 

17 

4 

29 

3 

109 

2 

11 

5 

51 

4 

2  3 

18 

Clare 

161 

3 

64 

3 

36 

2 

33 

2 

117 

2 

28 

4 

57 

3 

23 

15 

Clinton 

98 

4 

63 

3 

16 

4 

30 

2 

115 

2 

7 

5 

66 

2 

23 

2G 

Crawford 

112 

4 

55 

4 

34 

2 

28 

3 

109 

2 

26 

it 

57 

3 

MICHIGAN 
Recipient    rate,    average   assistance   payment,    and  national  quintxle    rank    for  selected  public   assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    I960 

{*Jlntlle    "i"  represents  the  Mgliest   fl  rui  and   «£.■   Lhie  lowest  fifth.      A  >9*  was  used  to  Indicate  either  that  the  State  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In   the  county.; 
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1 

Scace 

County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

Reclplen 

t  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

iveragf 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

Code 

Name 

payment 

code 

per  rerson 

Per  family 

Rate 

9Jln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quln- 
tlle 

Rate 

Quln- 
tUe 

Amount 

Quln- 
tlle 

Amount 

OjIi^ 
tile 

Rate 

^in- 
tlle 

Amount 

Cfuln- 
tlle 

23 

21 

Delta 

133 

4 

59 

3 

28 

3 

29 

3 

116 

2 

15 

5 

64 

2 

23 

22 

Dickinson 

114 

4 

56 

3 

19 

4 

30 

2 

105 

3 

30 

4 

68 

2 

23 

23 

Eaton 

97 

4 

63 

3 

15 

4 

30 

2 

108 

3 

6 

5 

67 

2 

23 

24 

Qnmet 

167 

3 

53 

3 

29 

3 

31 

2 

124 

2 

33 

4 

68 

2 

23 

25 

Genesee 

87 

5 

53 

3 

12 

5 

31 

2 

118 

2 

5 

5 

73 

2 

23 

25 

Gladwin 

126 

4 

59 

3 

30 

3 

29 

3 

113 

2 

23 

4 

57 

2 

23 

27 

Gogetic 

157 

3 

54 

4 

18 

4 

35 

1 

105 

3 

21 

5 

70 

2 

23 

28 

Gd.   Traverse 

110 

4 

64 

3 

29 

3 

31 

2 

1  14 

2 

14 

5 

70 

2 

23 

29 

Gratiot 

157 

3 

50 

3 

17 

4 

33 

2 

112 

2 

18 

5 

67 

2 

23 

30 

Hillsdale 

119 

4 

56 

3 

14 

4 

31 

-> 

100 

3 

14 

5 

58 

2 

23 

31 

Houghton 

157 

3 

57 

3 

43 

2 

3  3 

2 

108 

3 

47 

3 

61 

3 

23 

32 

Huron 

115 

4 

56 

3 

30 

3 

31 

2 

121 

2 

29 

4 

72 

2 

23 

33 

Ingham 

88 

4 

75 

2 

22 

3 

33 

2 

115 

2 

7 

5 

89 

1 

23 

34 

Ionia 

142 

3 

61 

3 

17 

4 

33 

2 

124 

2 

18 

5 

64 

2 

23 

35 

Iosco 

121 

4 

54 

3 

16 

4 

29 

3 

104 

3 

17 

5 

71 

2 

23 

36 

Iron 

210 

3 

50 

3 

25 

3 

36 

1 

112 

2 

18 

5 

71 

2 

23 

37 

Isabella 

132 

4 

50 

3 

30 

3 

30 

2 

115 

2 

17 

5 

55 

3 

23 

38 

Jackson 

111 

4 

52 

3 

25 

3 

32 

2 

112 

2 

12 

5 

57 

2 

23 

39 

Kalamazoo 

89 

4 

52 

3 

25 

3 

30 

2 

118 

2 

7 

5 

57 

2 

23 

40 

Kalkaska 

227 

2 

56 

^ 

46 

2 

31 

2 

117 

2 

kz 

3 

55 

3 

23 

41 

Kent 

86 

5 

55 

3 

17 

4 

32 

2 

122 

2 

10 

5 

70 

2 
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Recipient    rate,    average   assistance  payment,    and  nat 

represents  th>e  Highest   f  1  f Ui  and   "5"   Che  lowest  fifth. 


MICHIGAN 
ional   quintile    rank   for   selected  public   assistance  programs,    by  county,    June   1960 

was  used   to  Indicate  either  that  tf.e  state  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  in   the  county.; 


Count  y 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

Reclplen 

t  rate 

Average 

jajment 

Recipient  rate 

Averagp 

payraent 

Recipient 

rate 

Average 

payment 

code 

Code 

Name 

per  1 erson 

Per  ramlly 

Rate 

Quln- 
tne 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

«iln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

23 

42 

Keweenaw 

177 

3 

48 

4 

25 

3 

27 

3 

75 

4 

21 

5 

55 

3 

23 

43 

lake 

239 

2 

38 

3 

86 

1 

31 

2 

103 

3 

48 

3 

70 

2 

23 

44 

lapeer 

99 

4 

65 

3 

11 

5 

28 

3 

106 

3 

13 

5 

74 

2 

23 

45 

Leelanau 

117 

4 

56 

3 

13 

5 

31 

2 

110 

2 

7 

5 

55 

2 

2? 

46 

Lenawee 

103 

4 

51 

3 

16 

4 

30 

2 

107 

3 

12 

5 

68 

2 

23 

47 

Livingston 

56 

5 

60 

3 

10 

5 

30 

2 

115 

2 

Ij 

5 

70 

2 

23 

48 

Luce 

87 

5 

51 

4 

22 

3 

30 

2 

115 

2 

10 

5 

78 

1 

23 

49 

Mackinac 

154 

3 

52 

4 

24 

3 

31 

2 

101 

3 

16 

5 

59 

3 

23 

50 

{■lacomb 

57 

5 

51 

3 

7 

5 

31 

2 

122 

2 

3 

5 

52 

3 

23 

51 

Manistee 

135 

3 

51 

3 

21 

4 

32 

2 

111 

2 

10 

5 

55 

3 

23 

52 

Marquette 

119 

4 

3  3 

4 

14 

4 

33 

2 

102 

3 

15 

5 

55 

2 

23 

53 

I-lason 

110 

4 

53 

3 

21 

4 

28 

3 

119 

2 

23 

4 

71 

2 

23 

54 

Mecosta 

182 

3 

62 

3 

25 

3 

33 

2 

120 

2 

36 

4 

63 

2 

23 

55 

Menominee 

138 

3 

58 

3 

27 

3 

30 

2 

116 

2 

41 

3 

61 

3 

23 

56 

Mia  land 

121 

4 

57 

3 

14 

4 

30 

2 

108 

3 

10 

5 

57 

3 

23 

57 

I-lissaukee 

128 

4 

57 

3 

37 

2 

32 

2 

118 

2 

25 

It 

58 

2 

23 

58 

Monroe 

78 

5 

60 

3 

yb 

4 

32 

2 

114 

2 

5 

5 

54 

2 

2-' 

59 

Montcalm 

137 

3 

50 

3 

19 

4 

33 

2 

107 

3 

9 

5 

51 

3 

23 

60 

Montmorency 

155 

3 

53 

4 

24 

3 

33 

2 

107 

3 

9 

5 

50 

3 

23 

61 

Muskegon 

83 

5 

60 

3 

25 

3 

30 

- 

111 

2 

10 

5 

58 

2 

23 

52 

Newaygo 

139 

3 

50 

3 

25 

3 

30 

2 

112 

2 

19 

5 

70 

2 

MICHIC5AN 


81 


Recipient    rate,    average   assistance  payment,    and  i 

(QuInCIle   ■!■  represents  Uie  highest   fifth  and   ■&"  the  lowest  n  fth.      A 


lional   quintile    rank   for   selected  public   assistance   programs,    by  county,    June    I960 

'  was  used   to   Indicate  either  that  the  State  had  no  program  or   that  there  were  no  recipients  In   the  county.) 


County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

ReclplenL  rate 

Average 

pajT^ent 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

code 

Code 

Name 

per  iierson 

Per   f  mllj 

paTnent 

Rate 

tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

Qjln- 
tUe 

Amount 

■Quin- 
tile 

23 

63 

Oakland 

62 

5 

63 

3 

12 

5 

32 

2 

118 

2 

4 

5 

74 

2 

23 

64 

Oceana 

115 

4 

58 

3 

20 

4 

32 

2 

107 

3 

23 

4 

60 

3 

23 

65, 

Ogemaw 

190 

3 

53 

3 

27 

3 

3  3 

2 

111 

2 

46 

3 

55 

2 

23 

66 

Ontonagon 

173 

1 

56 

3 

31 

3 

29 

3 

111 

2 

29 

4 

54 

3 

23 

67 

Osceola 

152 

3 

60 

3 

24 

3 

32 

2 

109 

2 

11 

5 

62 

3 

23 

68 

Oscoda 

161 

3 

59 

3 

37 

2 

33 

2 

125 

-) 

35 

4 

50 

3 

23 

6Q 

Otsego 

l'*3 

3 

57 

3 

12 

5 

32 

2 

116 

2 

13 

5 

55 

3 

23 

70 

Ottawa 

74 

5 

63 

3 

12 

5 

30 

2 

109 

:) 

5 

5 

58 

2 

23 

71 

Presque  Isle 

178 

3 

55 

4 

20 

4 

33 

2 

105 

3 

40 

3 

56 

3 

2  3 

72 

Roscommon 

104 

4 

56 

3 

21 

4 

34 

2 

117 

2 

8 

5 

54 

2 

23 

73 

Saginaw 

80 

5 

59 

3 

27 

3 

31 

'^ 

117 

2 

8 

5 

63 

2 

23 

11* 

St.   Clair 

90 

4 

60 

3 

25 

3 

31 

2 

111 

2 

11 

6 

65 

2 

23 

75 

St.   Joseph 

93 

4 

63 

3 

16 

4 

30 

2 

112 

2 

12 

5 

70 

2 

23 

76 

Rnnllac 

100 

4 

63 

3 

15 

4 

29 

3 

115 

2 

21 

5 

62 

3 

23 

77 

Schoolcrait. 

133 

3 

50 

3 

20 

4 

34 

^ 

117 

2 

11 

5 

77 

1 

23 

78 

Shiawassee 

108 

4 

61 

3 

13 

5 

32 

2 

116 

2 

10 

R 

63 

2 

23 

7<P 

Tuscola 

125 

4 

64 

3 

20 

4 

30 

2 

118 

2 

18 

5 

58 

2 

23 

8  0 

Van  Buren 

126 

4 

60 

3 

31 

3 

31 

2 

117 

2 

17 

5 

65 

2 

23 

81 

Washtenaw 

59 

5 

63 

3 

20 

4 

31 

2 

114 

2 

7 

5 

64 

2 

23 

82 

Wayne 

35 

5 

74 

2 

36 

2 

39 

1 

145 

1 

13 

5 

97 

1 

23 

83 

Wexford 

198 

3 

57 

3 

39 

2 

31 

2 

117 

2 

44 

3 

67 

2 

82 


Recipient    rate,    average    assistance    payment,    and   nac 

represents  the  highest   fifth  and  •&■  the  lowest  nrch.      A  "9 


MINNESOTA 
ional   quintile   rank   for  selected  public   asBistance  programs,    by  county,    June   I960 

was  used  to  Indicate  either  Chat  the  State  had  no  program  or  that   there  were  no  recipients  In   Che  county.) 


County 

OAA 

AFDC                                        1 

APTD 

St  ace 

Recipient  race 

Average 

payment 

Reclplenc  rate 

Average  pannent 

Reclplen 

rate 

Average 

payment 

code 

Code 

Name 

— Per  person     1 

Per  fimlly 

Race 

Quln- 
clle 

Amount 

Quln- 
Clle 

Race 

Quln- 
tlle 

Amount 

9uln- 
tue 

.Arnoun  t 

euln- 
tlle 

Rate 

(>iln- 
tne 

Amount 

*Jln- 
tue 

24 

1 

Aitkin 

279 

2 

80 

33 

2 

44 

155 

24 

4 

63 

2 

Z't 

2 

Anoka 

95 

t+ 

82 

10 

5 

39 

157 

6 

5 

53 

4 

24 

3 

Barker 

242 

2 

72 

42 

2 

37 

134 

25 

4 

59 

3 

24 

4 

Beltrami 

272 

^ 

73 

75 

1 

33 

1  18 

26 

4 

58 

3 

24 

c 

Benton 

129 

4 

79 

12 

5 

44 

186 

12 

5 

59 

3 

24 

6 

Big  Stone 

201 

3 

7  0 

19 

4 

34 

102 

12 

5 

59 

3 

24 

7 

Blue  Earth 

107 

4 

90 

20 

4 

36 

120 

10 

5 

50 

3 

24 

8 

Brown 

104 

i* 

88 

15 

4 

35 

120 

15 

5 

52 

3 

24 

9 

Carlton 

161 

3 

78 

21 

4 

40 

124 

19 

5 

52 

3 

24 

10 

Carver 

114 

4 

88 

1 

9 

5 

40 

149 

5 

5 

52 

3 

24 

11 

Cass 

263 

2 

72 

70 

1 

40 

133 

27 

4 

55 

3 

24 

12 

Chippewa 

146 

3 

77 

15 

4 

39 

121 

10 

5 

66 

2 

24 

13 

Chisago 

129 

4 

83 

15 

4 

47 

161 

29 

4 

63 

2 

24 

14 

Clay 

148 

3 

78 

16 

4 

37 

124 

14 

5 

59 

3 

24 

15 

Clearwater 

337 

2 

78 

49 

2 

33 

106 

39 

3 

58 

3 

24 

16 

Cook 

182 

3 

111 

42 

2 

40 

152 

23 

U 

57 

3 

24 

17 

Cottonwood 

123 

4 

81 

15 

4 

41 

131 

14 

6 

53 

2 

24 

18 

Crow  Wing 

180 

3 

84 

30 

3 

42 

152 

21 

5 

53 

4 

24 

19 

Dakota 

73 

5 

95 

11 

5 

43 

153 

6 

5 

64 

2 

24 

2  0 

Dodge 

146 

3 

76 

11 

5 

35 

147 

9 

5 

59 

3 

24 

21 

Douglas 

170 

3 

78 

16 

4 

42 

147 

24 

4 

59 

3 

24 

22 

Faribault 

115 

4 

81 

18 

4 

38 

135 

15 

5 

56 

3 

MINNESOTA 


83 


Recipienc    rate,    average    assistance   payment,    and   nat. 
(iJlntlle   •!■  represents  the  Mghes:   fl  TLh  and   '5"  Uie  lowest  rifch.      A  '9  ■ 


onal   quintile    rank    for   selected  public   assistance   programs,    by   county,    June    I960 

was  used  co  Indlcace  elUier  tr.at  tt.e  state  Had  no  program  or  tJiat  Uiere  were  no  recipients  In  the  county.) 


County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTO 

State 

Reclplen 

t  rate 

Average 

-ajr.ent 

Beclplen 

t  rate 

Avera^F 

paymer, : 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

Code 

Name 

payment 

code 

per  terson 

per   rsmlly 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

fic- 
tile 

Pate 

Cjuln- 
tUe 

Amount 

i-uln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

C^lr^ 
tile 

Amount 

cjim- 

tUe 

24 

23 

Fillmore 

155 

3 

76 

2 

20 

i* 

50 

123 

2 

20 

5 

57 

3 

24 

24 

Freeborn 

1C4 

i* 

7d 

; 

16 

4 

43 

142 

1 

9 

5 

54 

2 

24 

25 

Goodhue 

95 

4 

g  ^ 

1 

13 

5 

47 

173 

1 

8 

5 

52 

4 

24 

25 

Grant 

181 

3 

S4 

1 

10 

5 

27 

89 

3 

34 

4 

52 

3 

24 

27 

Hennepin 

123 

4 

102 

1 

28 

3 

55 

191 

1 

13 

5 

65 

2 

24 

28 

Houston 

129 

4 

84 

1 

It 

4 

35 

146 

1 

11 

5 

61 

3 

24 

29 

Hubbard 

253 

2 

72 

2 

39 

2 

34 

143 

1 

31 

4 

59 

3 

24 

30 

Isanti 

199 

3 

eo 

1 

14 

4 

37 

122 

2 

10 

5 

52 

3 

24 

31 

Itasca 

107 

3 

82 

1 

T   -i 

3 

41 

132 

1 

21 

5 

54 

3 

24 

32 

Jackson 

121 

4 

85 

1 

13 

5 

38 

120 

2 

22 

4 

63 

2 

24 

33 

Kanabec 

253 

2 

84 

1 

19 

4 

37 

130 

2 

9 

5 

65 

2 

24 

34 

Kandiyohi 

129 

4 

89 

1 

18 

4 

42 

138 

1 

16 

5 

50 

3 

24 

35 

Kittson 

211 

3 

85 

1 

15 

4 

37 

103 

3 

15 

5 

55 

2 

24 

35 

Koochiching 

252 

2 

7  6 

1 

47 

2 

41 

137 

1 

17 

5 

51 

3 

24 

37 

lac  qui  Parle 

153 

3 

5C 

1 

13 

5 

35 

103 

3 

16 

5 

59 

3 

24 

38 

Lake 

106 

4 

80 

1 

c, 

5 

31 

121 

2 

3 

5 

35 

5 

24 

39 

Lake  of  the  Woods 

235 

2 

75 

2 

7  •, 

42 

121 

2 

19 

5 

67 

2 

24 

40 

Le  Sueur 

133 

4 

85 

1 

13 

5 

40 

133 

1 

12 

5 

57 

3 

24 

41 

Lincoln 

135 

3 

77 

2 

8 

^ 

44 

140 

1 

17 

5 

55 

3 

24 

42 

Iffon 

129 

4 

78 

1 

19 

4 

34 

2 

132 

1 

7 

5 

52 

3 

24 

43 

McLeod 

109 

4 

79 

1 

10 

5 

3  5 

2 

119 

2 

9 

5 

51 

3 

24 

44 

Mahnomen 

257 

2 

8b 

1 

23 

3 

33 

2 

100 

3 

17 

5 

55 

3 

84 


MINNESOTA 
Recipient    rate,    average   assistance   payment,    and  national   quintiie    rank   for   selected   public   assistance   program 

represer.is  L^.e  hlgiiest  rifOi  and  "5"  t.r.e  lowest  rifLh.      A  "9"  was  used  to  Indicate  eltfier  that  the  State  had  no  program  or  thj 


3,  by  county,  June  1960 

t  there  were  no  recipients  In  the  county.) 


County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average   navmen  r 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

code 

Code 

Name 

Per     erson 

Per  ramlly 

payment 

Rate 

Quin- 
tiie 

Amount 

Quln- 
tue 

Rate 

Quin- 
tiie 

Amount 

Quln- 
tUe 

Amount 

Quln- 
tue 

Rate 

Quln- 
tue 

Amount 

Quin- 
tiie 

2'' 

45 

HarsimU 

181 

3 

90 

1 

9 

5 

42 

116 

2 

18 

5 

56 

3 

2^- 

46 

Martin 

67 

5 

67 

2 

10 

5 

31 

120 

2 

12 

5 

62 

3 

2^- 

47 

Meeker 

160 

3 

83 

1 

8 

5 

38 

150 

1 

15 

5 

65 

2 

21- 

48 

MiUe  Lacs 

239 

2 

78 

1 

36 

2 

37 

131 

2 

38 

4 

59 

3 

I'' 

iiQ 

Morrison 

217 

2 

79 

1 

23 

3 

36 

136 

27 

4 

60 

3 

2'' 

50 

Mower 

102 

4 

80 

1 

16 

4 

42 

143 

9 

5 

64 

2 

2'> 

51 

Murray 

137 

3 

90 

1 

8 

5 

41 

139 

10 

5 

55 

3 

2t 

52 

Nicollet 

59 

5 

74 

2 

13 

5 

35 

126 

10 

5 

59 

3 

24 

53- 

Nobles 

130 

4 

75 

2 

14 

4 

42 

15<» 

14 

5 

69 

3 

24 

54 

Norman 

166 

3 

80 

1 

13 

5 

26 

96 

34 

4 

54 

3 

24 

55 

Olmsted 

79 

5 

101 

1 

17 

4 

48 

183 

6 

5 

58 

3 

24 

56 

Otter  Tall 

146 

3 

75 

2 

17 

4 

35 

118 

21 

5 

60 

3 

24 

57 

Pennington 

187 

3 

94 

1 

28 

3 

40 

135 

26 

4 

64 

2 

24 

58 

Pine 

258 

2 

83 

1 

25 

3 

37 

126 

27 

4 

58 

3 

24 

59 

Pipestone 

104 

4 

76 

2 

19 

4 

40 

157 

13 

5 

52 

4 

24 

60 

Polk 

167 

3 

84 

1 

26 

3 

38 

14it 

22 

4 

58 

3 

24 

61 

Pope 

192 

3 

81 

1 

9 

5 

45 

135 

29 

4 

63 

2 

24 

62 

Ramsey 

79 

5 

103 

1 

22 

3 

41 

152 

8 

5 

63 

2 

24 

63 

Red  Lake 

227 

2 

90 

1 

30 

3 

33 

156 

37 

4 

50 

4 

24 

64 

Redwood 

119 

4 

86 

1 

10 

5 

36 

135 

9 

5 

63 

2 

24 

65 

Renville 

152 

3 

75 

2 

15 

4 

34 

2 

121 

2 

28 

4 

54 

3 

24 

66 

Rice 

103 

4 

72 

2 

12 

5 

36 

1 

121 

2 

8 

5 

58 

3 

MINNESOTA 


85 


Recipient    rate,    average   assistance  payment,    and  nat, 
(CJJlntlle    ■!■  represents  die  hlphesc   fifth  and   ■&•  Lhe  lowest   firth,      a  "9" 


,onal    quintile    rank    for   selected   public    as 

was  used   to   Indicate  either  that  cr.e  State  had 


istancc  programs,    by  county,    June    1960 

no  program  or  Chat   there  were  no  recipients  In    the  cour.ty. 


Count  y 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

ayment 

Recipient  rate 

Average  navmenr               1 

Reclplen 

rate 

Average 

code 

Code 

Nine 

Per  i^erson 

Per  ramily 

payment 

Rate 

;^ln- 
tlle 

Amount 

iuln- 

tlle 

Rate 

auln- 
tUe 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

■^in- 
tUe 

Rate 

Sjln- 
tlle 

Amount 

i^uln- 
tue 

24 

67 

Bock 

9  3 

i* 

73 

0 

5 

5i 

2 

106 

3 

17 

5 

63 

<- 

24 

66 

Roseau 

19i, 

\ 

p; 

2  6 

3 

39 

138 

1 

30 

4 

60 

3 

24 

69 

St.    Louis 

140 

3 

105 

26 

3 

44 

140 

1 

13 

5 

59 

3 

24 

7?" 

Scott 

136 

3 

?5 

15 

4 

3/ 

144 

1 

10 

5 

66 

2 

24 

71 

Sherburne 

1^1 

3 

81 

2  1 

4+ 

35 

1  37 

1 

23 

H 

53 

4 

24 

72 

Sibley 

122 

u 

81 

^' 

5 

39 

103 

3 

u 

5 

61 

3 

24 

73 

Steams 

135 

3 

»Z 

Iw 

4 

41 

152 

1 

18 

5 

53 

4 

24 

74 

Steele 

72 

5 

8  6 

11 

:• 

46 

173 

1 

2 

5 

36 

3 

24 

75 

Stevens 

157 

3 

93 

10 

5 

44 

1 

154 

1 

19 

5 

63 

2 

24 

76 

Svift 

187 

:> 

78 

20 

4 

40 

132 

1 

19 

5 

59 

3 

24 

77 

Todd 

247 

2 

78 

25 

3 

37 

132 

1 

42 

3 

61 

3 

24 

78 

Traverse 

143 

3 

75 

11 

5 

37 

141 

1 

8 

5 

70 

2 

24 

7° 

Wabasha 

139 

3 

90 

12 

5 

43 

136 

1 

13 

5 

64 

2 

24 

80 

Wadena 

212 

2 

0*4 

24 

3 

41 

140 

1 

15 

5 

50 

4 

24 

81 

Waseca 

76 

^ 

65 

8 

6 

32 

110 

2 

15 

5 

51 

4 

24 

82 

Washington 

102 

i* 

82 

13 

5 

38 

149 

1 

6 

5 

54 

3 

24 

83 

Watonvan 

90 

4 

86 

7 

5 

40 

119 

2 

8 

5 

59 

3 

24 

94 

Wilkin 

125 

4 

80 

7 

5 

37 

120 

2 

13 

5 

65 

2 

24 

85 

Winona 

93 

4 

77 

15 

^ 

39 

134 

1 

9 

5 

62 

3 

24 

86 

Wright 

142 

3 

83 

16 

4 

40 

134 

1 

32 

4 

62 

3 

24 

87 

Yellow  Medicine 

141 

3 

80 

17 

4 

44 

1           126 

2 

31 

4 

56 

3 

86 


MISSISSIPPI 


Recipient    rate,    average   assistance   payment,    and   national   quintile    rank   for   selected  public   assistance   programs,    by  county,    June    1960 

resents   tr.e  higi-.est   Tltzh  ar.d   "£>■   t[-je  lowest    rirui.      A  "9"  WiS  usej   to   Indicate  elder  that  the  State  had  no  prograif.  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In   the  county.) 


State 
code 


County 


Name 


OAA 


Recipient  rate 


Rate 


Quin- 
tile 


Average  payment 


Quin- 
ine 


AFDC 


Recipient  rate 


Quin- 
tile 


Average  payitertt 

per  person    I     per  rajnliT" 


Quin- 
tile 


Amount     9"'"- 
tlle 


APTD 


Recipient  rate        Average  paynent 


^"         tile 


Quln- 
tne 


J5 


25 
25 
25 
25 
25 


25 
25 
25 

25 


12 


14 

15 


Adams 

Alcorn 

Amite 

Attala 

Benton 

Bolivar 

Calho-an 

Carroll 

Chickasaw 

Choctaw 

Claiborne 

Clarke 

Clay 

Coahoma 

Copiah 

Covin^on 

DeSoto 

Forrest 

Franklin 

George 


^33 
'tZO 
<76 
496 
446 
528 
485 
592 
524 
5  49 
433 
454 
478 
bOn 
464 
553 
467 
282 
433 
446 


28 

30 


10? 

5? 
85 

1  14 

12:^ 
121 
100 
30 
i3i 
104 

46 
123 


49 
67 


10 

10 
10 

1 1 

10 
10 

li 
11 
11 

10 
10 
10 
10 
10 
10 

II 

10 
10 

11 

10 


41 
4!3 
40 
45 


39 
45 


70 


14,- 
87 

196 
^1^ 
210 
15  2 
130 
209 
120 
129 
140 
203 

114 

63 

105 
144 


30 
30 
3  0 
30 
3  i 
30 
30 
^0 
31 
30 
30 
30 
30 
30 
28 
30 


Recipient    rate,    average   assistance   payment,    and  nat 
ilntlle   •!■  represents  Uie  highest   flfch  and   "6"  the  lowest   fifth.      A  "9 


MISSISSIPPI  B7 

ional   quintile    rank   for  selected  public   assistance   programs,    by   county,    June    I960 

was  used  to  Indicate  either  that  the  State  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In   the  coun^.) 


County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

Reclplen 

c  rate 

Average  pajmentj 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

pajroent             1 

Recipient 

rate 

Average 

payment 

code 

Code 

Nine 

per  1  erson     1 

Per  family    1 

Rate 

9uln- 
tllc 

Amount 

Quln- 
tUe 

Rate 

tjuln- 
tUe 

Amount 

(tuln- 
tUe 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rat« 

(JJln- 
tlle 

Amount 

*jln- 
tue 

25 

21 

Greene 

436 

26 

5 

97 

10 

5 

42 

5 

166 

29 

5 

25 

22 

Grenada 

428 

29 

5 

41 

10 

5 

39 

5 

69 

29 

5 

25 

2  3 

Hancock 

228 

28 

5 

32 

10 

5 

38 

5 

58 

30 

5 

25 

24 

Harrison 

167 

27 

5 

15 

10 

5 

37 

5 

26 

29 

5 

25 

25 

Hinds 

319 

29 

5 

67 

10 

5 

40 

5 

67 

30 

5 

25 

25 

Holmes 

539 

29 

5 

161 

ID 

5 

40 

5 

317 

29 

5 

25 

27 

HuniJhreys 

455 

30 

5 

55 

9 

5 

38 

5 

90 

30 

5 

25 

28 

Issaquena 

574 

30 

5 

84 

10 

5 

43 

5 

190 

31 

5 

25 

29 

Itavamba 

477 

30 

5 

61 

10 

5 

38 

5 

138 

30 

6 

25 

30 

Jackson 

235 

28 

5 

22 

ID 

5 

40 

5 

23 

30 

5 

25 

31 

Jasper 

487 

29 

5 

132 

10 

5 

42 

5 

246 

29 

5 

25 

32 

Jefferson 

587 

30 

5 

92 

11 

5 

43 

5 

224 

31 

5 

25 

33 

Jefferson  Davis 

401 

28 

5 

60 

11 

5 

43 

5 

158 

30 

6 

25 

34 

Jones 

318 

28 

5 

47 

10 

c: 

38 

5 

71 

29 

5 

25 

35 

Kemper 

467 

29 

5 

142 

11 

5 

40 

5 

220 

30 

5 

25 

36 

Lafayette 

360 

28 

5 

58 

10 

5 

40 

5 

77 

2 

29 

5 

25 

37 

TamnT 

433 

28 

5 

57 

10 

5 

39 

5 

88 

2 

30 

5 

25 

38 

lauderdale 

347 

29 

5 

77 

10 

5 

38 

5 

104 

2 

30 

5 

25 

30 

laurence 

450 

28 

5 

65 

ID 

5 

42 

5 

104 

2 

28 

5 

25 

40 

Leake 

536 

28 

5 

132 

11 

5 

41 

5 

178 

1 

30 

5 

88 
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Recipient    rate,    average   assistance   payment,    and   national   quintile 

rank    for 

selected  publ 

ic   assistance   programs,    by  county. 

June    1960 

(JuInlUs   -l- 

represents   LT.e  tilghesc  rirch  and   -5"   the  lowest  nrth.      A  "9* 

was  used  to   Indicate  eltner  Uiac  the  State  had  nc 

program  or   that  there  were  nc 

recipients  In  the  county 

) 

County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

Sc«te 

Recipient  rate 

Average  pajment 

Recipient  rate 

Average  oajment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

code 

Code 

Name 

per     erson 

Per  family 

Rate 

(^In- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
ine 

Bate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

(iuio- 

tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

CJJln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

25 

41 

Lee 

39R 

3  0 

s 

71 

11 

: 

3^ 

5 

97 

30 

5 

25 

42 

Leflore 

495 

30 

5 

75 

10 

5 

40 

5 

124 

31 

5 

25 

43 

Lincoln 

399 

29 

5 

59 

10 

5 

39 

5 

86 

29 

5 

25 

44 

Lowndes 

398 

29 

5 

61 

1 

10 

5 

37 

5 

67 

30 

5 

25 

45 

Madison 

468 

29 

5 

76 

10 

5 

45 

5 

147 

30 

5 

25 

46 

Marlon 

417 

29 

5 

55 

1 

10 

5 

43 

5 

112 

29 

5 

25 

47 

Marshall 

302 

30 

3 

23 

9 

5 

42 

5 

51 

27 

5 

25 

48 

Monroe 

398 

29 

5 

64 

10 

5 

38 

5 

115 

30 

5 

25 

49 

Montgomery- 

478 

29 

5 

63 

11 

5 

37 

5 

141 

30 

5 

25 

50 

Neshoba 

418 

29 

s 

75 

11 

5 

40 

5 

122 

30 

5 

25 

51 

Newton 

420 

29 

5 

77 

10 

5 

37 

5 

148 

29 

5 

25 

52 

Noxubee 

532 

29 

5 

137 

10 

5 

45 

5 

209 

30 

5 

25 

53 

Oktibbeha 

448 

29 

5 

60 

10 

5 

40 

5 

97 

30 

5 

25 

54 

Panola 

413 

30 

5 

31 

10 

5 

41 

5 

119 

30 

5 

25 

55 

Pearl  River 

301 

27 

5 

35 

10 

5 

40 

5 

7^* 

27 

5 

25 

56 

Perry 

493 

23 

5 

84 

10 

5 

42 

5 

71 

30 

5 

25 

57 

Pllce 

301 

28 

5 

41 

9 

5 

41 

5 

85 

30 

5 

25 

58 

Pontotoc 

478 

29 

5 

90 

10 

5 

38 

5 

182 

30 

5 

25 

59 

Prentiss 

490 

30 

5 

90 

11 

5 

40 

5 

172 

30 

5 

25 

6  0 

QultTTwn 

525 

31 

5 

67 

10 

5 

42 

c. 

135 

30 

5 

25 

61 

Rankin 

355 

2 

29 

5 

52 

10 

5 

40 

5 

92 

2 

29 

5 

MISSISSIPPI 
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represents   U-,e  hlgliesC   f  1  fUi  and   'b'   Lhe  lowest   rifO;.      A  "y '  was  used  w   lnd!ca:e  eltner  Uiat  the  Sta:e  r.ad  no  ?ro(?7ar,  or   uiaL  -Jiere  were  r.o  recl;,:er.;s  Ir.   ^e  cour  :y, ) 


89 


State 

County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

Beclplenc  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payTEen: 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

Code 

Name 

payment 

code 

Per  :  erson 

Per   ramliy 

Rate 

Quln- 
Clle 

Anounc 

(Jjln- 
tlle 

Race 

Juln- 
tlle 

A-Tount 

Juln- 

tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

ajln- 

Amount 

Suln- 

25 

62 

Scott 

440 

1 

28 

5 

7  7 

10 

- 

40 

5 

143 

29 

5 

25 

6  3 

Sharkey 

490 

1 

30 

5 

61 

9 

5 

41 

5 

111 

29 

5 

25 

64 

Sinipson 

443 

1 

29 

3 

69 

10 

5 

42 

5 

134 

29 

5 

25 

65 

Smith 

455 

1 

30 

5 

31 

10 

c, 

39 

5 

180 

30 

' 

25 

56 

Stone 

352 

: 

28 

5 

5-* 

9 

5 

44 

t; 

92 

30 

5 

25 

57 

Simflovrer 

id 

1 

30 

5 

78 

9 

t, 

4  0 

5 

124 

31 

5 

25 

68 

Tallahatchie 

567 

1 

30 

5 

82 

10 

^ 

42 

5 

163 

3C 

5 

25 

5° 

Tate 

452 

i 

29 

5 

32 

11 

5 

38 

5 

84 

30 

5 

25 

7C 

Tippah 

"65 

1 

30 

5 

92 

11 

' 

41 

5 

133 

30 

5 

25 

71 

Tishomingo 

493 

1 

30 

5 

65 

11 

5 

3  3 

5 

17S 

30 

5 

25 

72 

Tunica 

453 

1 

31 

c, 

22 

10 

5 

4  5 

5 

121 

30 

5 

25 

73 

Union 

46a 

1 

2° 

5 

79 

10 

5 

37 

5 

150 

30 

5 

25 

74 

Walthall 

353 

2 

27 

5 

57 

11 

5 

44 

5 

193 

29 

5 

25 

75 

Warren 

340 

2 

29 

5 

62 

10 

t, 

41 

5 

8" 

2 

30 

5 

25 

76 

Washington 

483 

1 

30 

s 

50 

10 

5 

42 

5 

73 

2 

30 

:? 

25 

77 

Wayne 

455 

1 

30 

3 

55 

10 

5 

40 

5 

124 

zs 

5 

25 

78 

Webster 

524 

1 

3  0 

c^ 

Q7 

11 

5 

40 

5 

183 

30 

5 

25 

79 

Wilkinson 

530 

1 

30 

5 

63 

10 

: 

Ui* 

5 

146 

30 

5 

25 

8  0 

Winston 

491 

1 

30 

5 

135 

10 

t. 

41 

5 

159 

30 

5 

25 

81 

Yalobusha 

440 

1 

29 

5 

82 

10 

C 

39 

5 

157 

30 

5 

25 

82 

Yazoo 

522 

30 

5 

105 

10 

t 

43 

5 

139 

30 

5 

90 


MISSOURI 


Recipient    rate,    average   assistance  payment,    and  national   qulntile    rank   for  selected  public   assistance   prograaa,    by  county,    June    1960 

represencs  Uie  highest   fifth  and   "6"  the  lowest   fifth,      a  '9"  was  used  to  Indicate  either  that  the  State  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In   ttie  county.) 


County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

Recipient  rate 

Average  payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient 

rate 

Average 

code 

Cods 

Name 

per  1  ersor    I 

per  r  ally 

payment 

Rate 

auln- 
tUe 

Amount 

Quln- 
tile 

Rate 

9ulD- 
tlle 

Amount 

Juln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quln- 
tile 

Rate 

CJllD- 

tlle 

Amount 

Quln- 
tile 

26 

1 

Adair 

267 

2 

59 

3 

50 

2 

23 

4 

86 

4 

73 

2 

62 

3 

26 

:• 

Andrev 

255 

2 

60 

3 

20 

4 

23 

4 

93 

3 

59 

3 

62 

3 

26 

3 

Atchison 

213 

2 

62 

3 

28 

3 

23 

4 

82 

4 

41 

3 

55 

3 

26 

L. 

Audrain 

195 

3 

60 

3 

41 

2 

23 

4 

82 

4 

50 

3 

60 

3 

26 

-- 

Barry 

iflS 

1 

61 

3 

55 

1 

23 

4 

86 

4 

129 

1 

62 

3 

26 

A 

Barton 

320 

2 

60 

3 

23 

3 

22 

4 

79 

4 

53 

3 

59 

3 

26 

7 

Bates 

322 

2 

60 

3 

55 

1 

2h 

3 

91 

3 

66 

2 

58 

3 

26 

8 

Benton 

307 

2 

61 

3 

66 

1 

Zh 

3 

83 

4 

107 

2 

60 

3 

26 

9 

Bollinger 

'.92 

1 

60 

3 

102 

1 

2^. 

3 

101 

3 

164 

1 

62 

3 

26 

10 

Boone 

200 

3 

59 

3 

2'. 

3 

20 

4 

73 

4 

22 

4 

61 

3 

26 

11 

Buchanan 

167 

3 

6  0 

3 

33 

2 

22 

4 

82 

4 

39 

3 

63 

2 

2  6 

12 

Butler 

507 

1 

61 

3 

131 

1 

23 

4 

89 

3 

196 

1 

62 

3 

26 

1? 

Caldwell 

2^1 

2 

60 

3 

20 

it 

2'. 

3 

82 

4 

40 

3 

58 

3 

26 

l^. 

Callaway 

199 

3 

58 

3 

39 

2 

22 

4 

78 

4 

50 

3 

62 

3 

26 

15 

Camden 

362 

1 

69 

3 

58 

1 

23 

4 

81 

4 

141 

1 

60 

3 

26 

16 

Gape  Girardeau 

265 

2 

59 

3 

56 

1 

12 

4 

85 

4 

77 

2 

60 

3 

26 

17 

Carroll 

225 

2 

60 

3 

36 

2 

22 

4 

75 

4 

42 

3 

63 

2 

26 

18 

Carter 

601 

1 

61 

3 

159 

1 

24 

3 

90 

3 

320 

1 

61 

3 

26 

19 

Cass 

201 

3 

60 

3 

12 

5 

22 

4 

86 

4 

18 

5 

55 

3 

26 

2  0 

Cedar 

365 

1 

60 

3 

52 

2 

22 

4 

77 

4 

100 

2 

56 

3 

MISSOURI 
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County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

Reclplen 

t  race 

Average 

pajment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

pajment 

Reclplen 

rate 

Average 

code 

Code 

Name 

Her  person    J 

Per  family 

pajment 

Race 

tlle 

Amount 

QulD- 
tlle 

Rate 

9uli>- 
tlle 

Amount 

4uln- 
tUe 

Amount 

9uln- 
Clle 

Rate 

Siln- 
tue 

Amount 

QUlD- 

tlle 

26 

21 

Chariton 

313 

2 

61 

3 

60 

1 

22 

4 

80 

4 

93 

2 

61 

3 

26 

22 

Christian 

418 

1 

61 

3 

56 

1 

23 

4 

82 

4 

154 

1 

62 

3 

26 

23 

Clark 

264 

2 

60 

3 

41 

2 

23 

4 

78 

4 

77 

2 

63 

2 

26 

24 

Clay 

152 

3 

61 

3 

11 

5 

21 

4 

77 

4 

14 

5 

65 

2 

26 

25 

Clinton 

250 

2 

62 

3 

41 

2 

22 

4 

75 

4 

56 

3 

59 

3 

26 

26 

Cole 

149 

3 

59 

3 

24 

3 

2Z 

4 

80 

4 

24 

4 

60 

3 

26 

27 

Cooper 

238 

2 

59 

3 

35 

2 

19 

4 

61 

5 

81 

2 

62 

3 

26 

28 

Crawford 

431 

1 

59 

3 

75 

1 

24 

3 

101 

3 

109 

1 

62 

3 

26 

29 

Dade 

338 

2 

61 

3 

53 

2 

22 

4 

91 

3 

36 

4 

65 

2 

26 

30 

LBUas 

423 

1 

62 

3 

97 

1 

24 

3 

96 

3 

160 

1 

60 

3 

26 

31 

Daviess 

251 

2 

52 

3 

38 

2 

22 

4 

87 

4 

72 

2 

61 

3 

26 

32 

Dekalb 

238 

2 

60 

3 

14 

4 

24 

3 

82 

4 

60 

3 

61 

3 

26 

33 

Dent 

433 

1 

60 

3 

85 

1 

22 

4 

78 

4 

141 

1 

58 

3 

26 

34 

Douglas 

479 

1 

59 

3 

87 

1 

24 

3 

82 

4 

116 

1 

61 

3 

26 

35 

Dunklin 

531 

1 

60 

3 

132 

1 

23 

4 

93 

3 

139 

1 

61 

3 

26 

36 

Franklin 

165 

3 

57 

3 

18 

4 

21 

4 

81 

4 

39 

3 

55 

3 

26 

37 

Gasconade 

217 

2 

57 

3 

18 

4 

21 

4 

85 

4 

69 

2 

58 

3 

26 

38 

Gentry 

243 

2 

59 

3 

22 

3 

20 

4 

71 

4 

48 

3 

62 

3 

26 

39 

Greene 

252 

2 

frO 

3 

45 

2 

22 

4 

83 

4 

61 

3 

63 

2 

26 

40 

Grundy 

269 

2 

61 

3 

41 

2 

22 

4 

82 

4 

85 

2 

63 

2 
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Recipient    rate,    iTcrage    assistance  payment,    and  national   quintile    rank   for  selected  public  assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    1960 

represencs  tt,e  nighesc   ri  fui  anJ   ■?"  ite  1dwp:x   rirth,      A  "9*  was  used  to  Indlcale  either  that  the  state  had  no  program  or  Uiat  tliere  were  no  recipients  In  the  county.] 


■ 

County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

Stite 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

pajment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

code 

Cods 

Na»5 

per  Derson 

per  family 

payment 

Rate 

tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Race 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

9ilr^ 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

26 

61 

Harrison 

321 

2 

61 

3 

27 

3 

24 

3 

79 

4 

67 

2 

66 

2 

26 

42 

Henry 

274 

2 

60 

3 

35 

2 

21 

4 

78 

4 

86 

2 

58 

3 

26 

43 

Hickory 

439 

1 

61 

3 

50 

2 

25 

3 

86 

4 

94 

2 

60 

3 

26 

44 

Holt 

269 

2 

60 

3 

26 

3 

25 

3 

91 

3 

58 

3 

61 

3 

26 

45 

Howard 

301 

2 

61 

3 

84 

1 

21 

4 

76 

4 

113 

1 

63 

2 

26 

46 

Hove  12 

390 

1 

60 

3 

61 

1 

23 

4 

84 

4 

125 

1 

64 

2 

26 

47 

Iron 

394 

1 

57 

3 

88 

1 

24 

3 

98 

3 

169 

1 

57 

3 

26 

48 

Jackson 

142 

3 

59 

3 

44 

2 

23 

4 

89 

3 

46 

3 

63 

2 

26 

49 

Jasper 

314 

2 

59 

3 

71 

1 

24 

3 

84 

4 

121 

1 

61 

3 

26 

50 

Jefferson 

180 

3 

60 

3 

18 

4 

23 

4 

85 

4 

31 

4 

66 

2 

26 

51 

Johnson 

213 

2 

62 

3 

23 

3 

22 

4 

84 

4 

38 

4 

61 

3 

26 

52 

Knox 

271 

2 

59 

3 

40 

2 

24 

3 

83 

4 

57 

3 

57 

3 

26 

53 

Ificlede 

430 

1 

60 

3 

74 

1 

23 

4 

86 

4 

137 

1 

61 

3 

26 

54 

I^ayette 

194 

3 

56 

3 

19 

4 

21 

4 

68 

5 

46 

3 

60 

3 

26 

55 

Lawrence 

320 

2 

60 

3 

55 

1 

22 

4 

91 

3 

104 

2 

60 

3 

26 

56 

liSWlS 

241 

2 

58 

3 

36 

2 

23 

4 

104 

3 

40 

3 

59 

3 

26 

57 

Lincoln 

245 

2 

60 

3 

32 

3 

22 

4 

88 

3 

52 

3 

64 

2 

26 

56 

T.-lTm 

329 

2 

62 

3 

56 

1 

22 

4 

78 

4 

120 

1 

63 

2 

26 

59 

Livingston 

261 

2 

62 

3 

49 

2 

21 

4 

80 

4 

90 

2 

63 

2 

26 

'-.0 

McDonaM 

446 

1 

59 

3 

73 

1 

23 

4 

83 

4 

119 

1 

61 

3 
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Recipient    rate,    average   assistance  payment,    and  nat 

represents  Uie  highest  fifth  and   -S"  Uie  lowest  fifth,      A  *9 


ional  quintile    rank    for  selected  public   assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    1960 

las  used  to  indicate  either  that  the  State  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In   the  county.] 


County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

Reclplen 

c  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Reclplen 

rate 

Average 

code 

Code 

Name 

per  1  erson 

Per  Tamlly 

paymen  t 

Rate 

ailn- 
tlle 

junount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

auln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

IJJln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

26 



61 

Macon 

316 

2 

59 

3 

44 

2 

ZZ 

4 

81 

4 

102 

2 

61 

3 

26 

62 

Madison 

375 

1 

57 

3 

48 

2 

24 

3 

77 

4 

79 

2 

60 

3 

26 

63 

Maries 

396 

1 

60 

3 

34 

2 

22 

4 

81 

4 

100 

2 

63 

2 

26 

64 

Marion 

265 

2 

62 

3 

51 

2 

23 

4 

81 

4 

89 

2 

63 

2 

26 

65 

Mercer 

254 

2 

60 

3 

27 

3 

24 

3 

82 

4 

77 

2 

59 

3 

26 

66 

Miller 

369 

1 

61 

3 

37 

2 

24 

3 

88 

3 

95 

2 

62 

3 

26 

67 

Mississippi 

580 

1 

60 

3 

185 

1 

23 

4 

91 

3 

154 

1 

63 

2 

26 

68 

Moniteau 

345 

2 

60 

3 

51 

2 

ZZ 

4 

81 

4 

104 

2 

o3 

2 

26 

6'3 

Monroe 

288 

2 

62 

3 

4b 

2 

ZZ 

4 

78 

4 

74 

2 

62 

3 

26 

70 

Montgomery 

272 

2 

59 

3 

37 

2 

ZZ 

4 

82 

4 

62 

3 

62 

3 

26 

71 

Morgan 

275 

2 

60 

3 

32 

3 

24 

3 

80 

4 

85 

2 

57 

3 

26 

72 

New  Madrid 

585 

1 

58 

3 

161 

1 

23 

4 

95 

3 

166 

1 

62 

3 

26 

73 

Nevton 

364 

1 

60 

3 

61 

1 

23 

4 

92 

3 

83 

2 

64 

2 

26 

74 

Nodaway 

237 

2 

62 

3 

24 

3 

ZZ 

4 

88 

3 

47 

3 

61 

3 

26 

75 

Oregon 

531 

1 

62 

3 

110 

1 

24 

3 

89 

3 

217 

1 

62 

3 

26 

76 

Osage 

274 

2 

59 

3 

25 

3 

ZZ 

4 

88 

3 

92 

2 

62 

3 

26 

77 

Ozark 

508 

1 

59 

3 

107 

1 

24 

3 

90 

3 

186 

1 

57 

3 

26 

78 

Pemiscot 

551 

1 

59 

3 

179 

1 

22 

4 

87 

4 

174 

1 

61 

3 

26 

79 

Perry 

264 

2 

60 

3 

33 

2 

22 

4 

86 

4 

69 

2 

62 

3   ■ 

26 

80 

Pettis 

279 

2 

61 

3 

56 

1 

23 

4 

88 

3 

71 

2 

61 

3 

94 


Recipient    race,    average   assistance  payment,    and  nat 

(^Intlle    •!•  represents  Uie  bluest  fifth  and  ■&•  the  lowest  fifth,      a  *9 


MISSOURI 
ional  quintile    rank   for  selected  public  assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    1960 

was  used  to  indicate  either  that  ttie  state  had  no  program  or  that  ^ere  were  no  recipients  In  the  county.) 


County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

jajment 

ReclpleD 

rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient 

rate 

Average 

code 

Code 

Niae 

Per    erson    1 

'Ter  fmlly    1 

paTBent 

Rate 

tillD- 

tUe 

Amount 

QUlD- 

tlle 

Rat© 

(JulD- 
tlle 

AJDOlUlt 

ftulD- 

tlle 

AjDount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

tlle 

Amount 

(^In- 
tlle 

26 

8  I 

Hielps 

318 

2 

60 

3 

31 

3 

21 

4 

83 

4 

53 

3 

64 

2 

25 

82 

Pike 

267 

2 

61 

3 

60 

1 

22 

4 

81 

4 

7? 

2 

62 

3 

26 

83 

Platte 

194 

3 

59 

3 

17 

4 

24 

3 

94 

3 

30 

4 

60 

3 

26 

84 

Polk 

382 

1 

61 

3 

48 

2 

23 

4 

82 

4 

90 

2 

62 

3 

26 

85 

PulHBkl 

357 

2 

59 

3 

11 

5 

23 

4 

94 

3 

15 

5 

63 

2 

26 

86 

Putnam 

374 

1 

58 

3 

88 

1 

23 

4 

102 

3 

139 

1 

58 

3 

26 

67 

Ralls 

211 

3 

58 

3 

24 

3 

24 

3 

77 

4 

31 

4 

59 

3 

26 

83 

Randolph 

265 

2 

62 

3 

75 

1 

22 

4 

83 

4 

96 

2 

53 

2 

26 

89 

Bay 

242 

2 

59 

3 

25 

3 

23 

4 

81 

4 

72 

2 

62 

3 

26 

9C 

Reynolds 

582 

1 

55 

3 

190 

1 

24 

3 

99 

3 

217 

1 

58 

3 

25 

91 

Ripley 

507 

1 

50 

3 

130 

1 

24 

3 

91 

3 

150 

1 

53 

2 

26 

92 

St.   Charles 

119 

4 

60 

3 

9 

5 

22 

4 

88 

3 

27 

4 

53 

2 

26 

93 

St.   Clair 

389 

1 

53 

3 

82 

1 

24 

3 

89 

3 

145 

1 

64 

2 

26 

94 

St.   Francois 

249 

2 

58 

3 

65 

1 

23 

4 

89 

3 

93 

2 

61 

3 

26 

95 

St.     liDulS 

58 

5 

51 

3 

9 

5 

22 

4 

90 

3 

12 

5 

52 

3 

26 

96 

St.    Louis  City 

150 

3 

57 

3 

106 

1 

22 

4 

86 

4 

93 

2 

62 

3 

26 

97 

Ste.   Genevieve 

178 

3 

62 

3 

23 

3 

24 

3 

92 

3 

44 

3 

60 

3 

26 

98 

Saline 

247 

2 

50 

3 

29 

3 

22 

4 

74 

4 

52 

3 

51 

3 

26 

99 

Schuyler 

303 

2 

61 

3 

33 

2 

25 

3 

78 

4 

55 

3 

71 

2 

26 

im 

Scotland 

225 

2 

59 

3 

20 

4 

23 

4 

88 

3 

61 

3 

56 

3 

MISSOURI  95 

Recipient    rate,    average   assistance  payment,    and  national  quintile    rank   for  selected  public   assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    1960 

(Qulntlle   «i"  represents  Uie  highest   fifth  and  "5"  the  lowest  fifth,      a  "9"  was  used  to  Indicate  either  that  the  State  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  in   the  county.) 


County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

pajment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

code 

Code 

Name 

per    )erson 

Per  family 

Rate 

9J1I1- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quln- 
tlle 

Rate 

Quln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quln- 
tlle 

Rate 

«iln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quln- 
tlle 

26 

101 

Scott 

389 

1 

58 

3 

56 

22 

4 

84 

4 

72 

2 

59 

3 

26 

102 

Shannon 

542 

1 

58 

3 

135 

24 

3 

95 

3 

217 

1 

54 

2 

26 

103 

Shelby- 

333 

2 

52 

3 

21 

21 

i+ 

75 

4 

72 

2 

63 

2 

26 

IC 

Stoddard 

469 

1 

59 

3 

105 

23 

4 

38 

3 

115 

1 

62 

3 

26 

lot 

Stone 

454 

1 

58 

3 

54 

23 

4 

82 

4 

116 

1 

50 

3 

26 

106 

Sullivan 

399 

1 

61 

3 

58 

22 

4 

80 

4 

133 

1 

51 

3 

26 

107 

Taney 

325 

2 

52 

3 

68 

24 

3 

89 

3 

121 

1 

62 

3 

26 

108 

Texas 

404 

1 

60 

3 

68 

23 

4 

89 

3 

122 

1 

50 

3 

26 

109 

Vernon 

235 

2 

50 

3 

32 

23 

4 

82 

4 

49 

3 

51 

3 

26 

110 

Warren 

160 

3 

61 

3 

25 

20 

4 

87 

4 

65 

2 

62 

3 

26 

111 

Washington 

489 

1 

61 

3 

93 

23 

4 

99 

3 

134 

1 

59 

3 

26 

112 

Wayne 

549 

1 

59 

3 

145 

25 

5 

96 

3 

201 

1 

60 

3 

26 

113 

Webster 

492 

1 

62 

3 

105 

24 

3 

93 

3 

176 

1 

63 

2 

26 

114 

Worth 

320 

2 

58 

3 

27 

22 

4 

85 

4 

ilO 

3 

54 

3 

26 

115 

Wright 

542 

1 

52 

3 

121 

23 

4 

94 

3 

155 

1 

62 

3 

96  MONTANA. 

Recipient    rate,    average   assistance  payment,    and  national  quintile    rank   for  selected  public   assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    I960 

(Qjlntlle   •!«  represents  the  highest   fifth  and   "5'  the  lowest   fifth,      a  »9«  was  used  to  Indicate  either  that  the  State  had  no  program  or  that  Uiere  t¥ere  no  recipients  In  the  county.) 


County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

code 

Code 

Name 

Her   jerson 

per  r.  rally 

payment 

Race 

Suln- 
tUe 

Amount 

9uln- 
tUe 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

Qjln- 
tne 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

2 '' 

1 

Beaverhead 

131 

4 

65 

3 

11 

5 

33 

2 

142 

1 

27 

4 

70 

2 

27 

2 

Big  Horn 

179 

3 

63 

3 

84 

1 

31 

' 

109 

2 

82 

2 

64 

2 

27 

3 

Blaine 

168 

3 

64 

3 

98 

1 

33 

2 

123 

2 

61 

3 

65 

2 

27 

4 

Broadwater 

99 

4 

57 

3 

0 

5 

0 

9 

0 

9 

29 

It 

59 

3 

27 

5 

Carbon 

137 

3 

61 

3 

13 

5 

34 

2 

100 

3 

102 

2 

65 

2 

27 

5 

Carter 

234 

2 

71 

2 

13 

5 

43 

1 

146 

1 

23 

It 

65 

2 

27 

7 

Cascade 

98 

4 

64 

3 

22 

3 

37 

1 

140 

1 

39 

3 

78 

1 

27 

8 

Chouteau 

71 

5 

63 

3 

13 

5 

30 

2 

114 

2 

42 

3 

70 

2 

27 

9 

Custer 

117 

4 

63 

3 

16 

4 

35 

1 

134 

1 

36 

4 

61 

3 

27 

10 

Daniels 

88 

4 

65 

3 

5 

5 

51 

1 

187 

1 

32 

It 

94 

1 

27 

11 

Davson 

103 

4 

63 

3 

15 

4 

33 

t. 

136 

1 

25 

4 

67 

2 

27 

12 

Deer  lodge 

43 

5 

63 

3 

3 

5 

43 

1 

131 

2 

28 

4 

76 

1 

27 

13 

Fallon 

136 

3 

75 

2 

17 

4 

27 

3 

115 

2 

25 

k 

61 

3 

27 

14 

Fergus 

104 

4 

66 

3 

13 

5 

32 

2 

111 

2 

53 

3 

73 

2 

27 

15 

Flathead 

96 

4 

64 

3 

18 

4 

32 

2 

120 

2 

37 

4 

74 

2 

27 

16 

Gallatin 

77 

5 

60 

3 

4 

5 

33 

2 

96 

3 

16 

5 

68 

2 

27 

17 

Garfield 

110 

4 

69 

2 

5 

5 

30 

2 

92 

3 

in 

3 

63 

2 

27 

18 

Glacier 

208 

3 

70 

2 

67 

1 

31 

2 

125 

2 

62 

3 

70 

2 

27 

19 

Golden  Valley 

109 

4 

63 

3 

31 

3 

18 

4 

80 

4 

0 

5 

0 

9 

27 

2  0 

Granite 

95 

4 

58 

3 

6 

5 

21 

4 

95 

3 

25 

It 

88 

1 

MOHTANA 


97 


Recipient    rate,    average   assistance  payment,    and  nat. 
represents  the  highest  fifth  and   "S"  the  lowest   fifth,      a  '9' 


.onal   quintile    rank   for  selected  public   assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    1960 

was  used  Co  Indicate  either  chat  the  State  had  no  firograin  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In  the  county.) 


County 

OAA 

AFDC 

AJTD 

State 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Reclplen 

.  rate 

Average 

payment 

code 

, 

Code 

Name 

^-er  person 

Per   Tamil? 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quln- 
tUe 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Qulr>- 
itlle 

Rate 

^In- 
tlle 

Amount 

■Quin- 
tile 

27 

21 

Hill 

94 

4 

63 

3 

37 

2 

32 

2 

121 

2 

33 

4 

55 

2 

27 

22 

Jefferson 

112 

4 

72 

2 

6 

5 

30 

2 

77 

4 

31 

It 

65 

2 

27 

23 

Judith  Basin 

170 

3 

66 

3 

5 

5 

37 

1 

86 

3 

19 

5 

59 

2 

27 

24 

lake 

113 

4 

60 

3 

26 

3 

32 

2 

130 

2 

48 

3 

73 

2 

27 

25 

Levis  &  Clark 

79 

5 

63 

3 

14 

4 

31 

2 

143 

1 

20 

5 

71 

2 

27 

26 

Liberty 

kg 

5 

76 

2 

3 

5 

54 

1 

217 

1 

15 

5 

83 

1 

27 

27 

Lincoln 

145 

3 

57 

3 

14 

4 

3b 

1 

125 

2 

22 

4 

79 

1 

27 

28 

McCone 

89 

4 

55 

3 

16 

4 

39 

1 

192 

1 

19 

5 

55 

3 

27 

29 

Ifedison 

177 

3 

59 

3 

5 

5 

31 

2 

111 

2 

42 

3 

67 

2 

27 

30 

Meagher 

174 

"3, 

59 

2 

11 

5 

31 

2 

103 

3 

64 

2 

90 

1 

27 

31 

Mineral 

170 

3 

53 

3 

15 

4 

32 

2 

131 

2 

32 

4 

57 

3 

27 

32 

Missoula 

85 

5 

61 

3 

10 

5 

33 

2 

132 

1 

21 

5 

57 

2 

27 

33 

Musselshell 

lie 

4 

61 

3 

29 

3 

29 

3 

1  32 

1 

50 

3 

73 

2 

27 

34 

Park 

85 

5 

60 

3 

14 

4 

30 

2 

119 

2 

40 

3 

80 

1 

27 

35 

Petroleum 

101 

4 

55 

3 

6 

5 

31 

2 

93 

3 

0 

5 

0 

9 

27 

35 

Phillips 

136 

3 

53 

3 

12 

5 

28 

3 

74 

4 

111 

5 

76 

1 

27 

37 

Pondera 

105 

4 

59 

2 

24 

3 

30 

2 

111 

2 

43 

3 

57 

3 

27 

38 

Powder  River 

112 

4 

55 

3 

T 

5 

33 

2 

110 

2 

16 

5 

85 

1 

27 

30 

Powell 

112 

4 

64 

3 

10 

5 

28 

3 

99 

3 

25 

4 

69 

2 

27 

40 

Prairie 

159 

3 

52 

5 

27 

3 

18 

4 

79 

4 

62 

3 

78 

1 

98 


MONTANA 
Recipient    rate,    average    aaaistance   payment,    and  national   quintile    rank   for   selected  public   aseistance   programs,    by  county,    June    I960 

'  represents  Vr.e  highest   fl  fLh  and  ■&■  the  lowest   fifth,      a  *9*  was  used  to  indicate  either  tliat  the  state  had  no  program  or  that  Uiere  were  no  recipients  In   the  county.) 


County 

OAA 

AFDC 

ATTD 

St  ate 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

jafnent 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

code 

Code 

Name 

per    )erson     1 

Per  finilly 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

ftuln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

Siln- 
tue 

Amount 

^In- 
tlle 

2  7 

ii 

Ravalli 

123 

4 

65 

3 

18 

4 

27 

3 

97 

3 

51 

3 

72 

2 

27 

u2 

RifhTfind. 

121 

4 

64 

3 

19 

4 

33 

2 

109 

2 

52 

3 

70 

2 

27 

43 

Roosevelt 

136 

3 

59 

3 

64 

1 

27 

3 

101 

3 

74 

2 

70 

2 

27 

iih 

Rosebud 

180 

3 

67 

2 

63 

1 

30 

2 

90 

3 

64 

2 

67 

2 

27 

45 

Sanders 

158 

3 

63 

3 

31 

3 

30 

2 

96 

3 

57 

3 

74 

2 

27 

46 

Sheridan 

101 

4 

68 

2 

18 

4 

34 

2 

136 

1 

32 

H 

89 

1 

27 

47 

Silver  Bow 

103 

4 

62 

3 

25 

3 

36 

1 

1  52 

1 

54 

i 

76 

1 

27 

48 

Stlllvater 

97 

4 

65 

3 

1? 

5 

28 

3 

107 

3 

32 

k 

76 

1 

27 

49 

Sweet  Grass 

114 

4 

61 

3 

1  1 

5 

29 

3 

100 

3 

51* 

3 

66 

2 

27 

5n 

Teton 

95 

4 

70 

2 

11 

5 

32 

2 

121 

2 

52 

3 

73 

2 

27 

51 

Toole 

75 

5 

66 

3 

5 

5 

28 

3 

123 

2 

20 

5 

74 

2 

27 

52 

Treasiire 

149 

3 

70 

2 

18 

4 

33 

2 

124 

2 

15 

5 

39 

5 

27 

53 

VaUey 

106 

4 

68 

2 

17 

4 

31 

2 

1  12 

2 

31 

4 

73 

2 

27 

54 

Wheatland 

108 

4 

61 

3 

21 

4 

2=> 

3 

151 

1 

39 

3 

74 

2 

27 

55 

Wibaux 

130 

4 

60 

3 

27 

3 

35 

1 

115 

2 

25 

It 

70 

2 

27 

56 

Yellowstone 

81 

5 

65 

3 

17 

4 

37 

1 

1  37 

1 

26 

4 

73 

2 

27 

57 

Yellowstone  Hat'l  Park 

0 

5 

0 

9 

0 

5 

0 

9 

0 

9 

0 

5 

0 

9 

NEBRASKA 


99 


nal  quintile    rank   for  selected  public   assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    I960 


Recipient    rate,    average   assistance  payment,    and  national  quin 

(*lntllc  M-  represents  the  Mghest  ri  rth  ma  -s-  the  lowest  firth.     A  -g.  „sa  used  to  Inaicste  either  that  the  State  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In  the  county. 


State 

County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

code 

Code 

Name 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average  payment 

Her  person 

Per  ramlly 

Rate 

Suln- 
tllc 

Amount 

(iuln- 
tlle 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

ftuln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

(»iln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

28 

1 

Adams 

92 

4 

76 

2 

32 

3 

29 

3 

114 

2 

40 

3 

62 

3 

28 

2 

Antelope 

144 

3 

62 

3 

7 

5 

32 

2 

92 

3 

40 

3 

59 

3 

28 

3 

Arthur 

106 

k 

74 

2 

0 

5 

0 

9 

0 

9 

0 

5 

0 

9 

28 

4 

Banner 

2$ 

5 

70 

2 

0 

5 

0 

9 

0 

9 

0 

5 

0 

9 

28 

5 

Blaine 

98 

4 

76 

2 

11 

5 

2  2 

4 

66 

5 

37 

4 

108 

1 

28 

5 

Boone 

191 

3 

71 

2 

1 1 

5 

34 

2 

118 

2 

27 

4 

65 

2 

28 

7 

Box  Butte 

54 

5 

66 

3 

4 

t. 

21 

4 

66 

5 

10 

5 

50 

4 

28 

8 

Boyd 

180 

3 

76 

2 

14 

4 

27 

3 

127 

2 

l|0 

3 

79 

1 

28 

9 

Brown 

133 

4 

66 

3 

17 

4 

40 

1 

116 

2 

26 

It 

50 

4 

28 

10 

Bui^alo 

105 

4 

70 

2 

13 

5 

33 

2 

108 

3 

30 

4 

70 

2 

28 

11 

Burt 

88 

4 

64 

3 

8 

5 

30 

2 

91 

3 

20 

5 

55 

3 

28 

12 

Butler 

85 

5 

60 

3 

12 

5 

27 

3 

120 

2 

12 

5 

61 

3 

28 

13 

Cass 

68 

5 

54 

4 

7 

5 

26 

3 

115 

2 

6 

5 

53 

4 

28 

14 

Cedar 

141 

3 

67 

2 

9 

5 

28 

3 

99 

3 

33 

4 

65 

2 

28 

15 

Cliase 

117 

4 

72 

2 

12 

5 

38 

1 

108 

3 

72 

2 

74 

2 

28 

16 

Cherry 

106 

4 

67 

2 

9 

5 

27 

3 

76 

4 

35 

4 

70 

2 

28 

17 

Cheyenne 

80 

5 

68 

2 

17 

4 

32 

2 

101 

3 

31 

4 

65 

2 

28 

18 

Clay 

117 

4 

70 

2 

12 

5 

31 

2 

106 

3 

19 

5 

87 

1 

28 

19 

Colfax 

85 

5 

68 

2 

8 

5 

25 

3 

114 

2 

10 

5 

75 

2 

28 

20 

Cuming 

64 

5 

67 

2 

6 

5 

31 

2 

89 

3 

n 

5 

63 

2 
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Recipient    rate,    average   assistance  payment,    and  national  quintile    rank   for  selected  public   assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    1960 

(■^Incile   ■!»  represents  the  highest   f  1  f Ui  and   •&■  the  lowest   fifth.      A  »9'  was  used   to  Indicate  either  that  the  State  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In  the  county.) 


County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

St.tt 

Reclplen 

t  rate 

Average  payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient 

rate 

Average 

payment 

J 

Code 

Name 

Rer  1 erson     1 

Per  ramlly 

Rate 

tlle 

AjnoiHit 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

auln- 
tUe 

Amount 

Qbln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

CJiln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

28 

21 

Custer 

144 

3 

72 

2 

29 

3 

33 

I 

116 

2 

71 

2 

67 

2 

28 

22 

Dakota 

142 

3 

76 

2 

29 

3 

3  0 

2 

122 

2 

54 

3 

65 

2 

28 

23 

Dawes 

91 

4 

80 

1 

23 

3 

30 

2 

101 

3 

41 

3 

63 

2 

28 

24 

Dawson 

107 

4 

77 

2 

28 

3 

33 

2 

111 

2 

52 

3 

75 

2 

28 

25 

Deuel 

78 

5 

89 

1 

10 

5 

44 

1 

156 

1 

6 

5 

66 

2 

28 

26 

Dixon 

91 

4 

63 

3 

11 

5 

28 

3 

103 

3 

15 

5 

68 

2 

28 

27 

Dodge 

71 

5 

65 

3 

3 

5 

28 

3 

90 

3 

14 

5 

70 

2 

28 

28 

Douglas 

58 

5 

77 

2 

23 

3 

28 

3 

124 

2 

16 

5 

95 

1 

28 

20 

Dundy 

105 

4 

79 

1 

23 

3 

30 

2 

124 

2 

33 

\ 

62 

3 

28 

30 

Fillmore 

87 

5 

61 

3 

4 

5 

30 

2 

115 

2 

13 

5 

60 

3 

28 

31 

Franklin 

172 

3 

69 

T 

19 

4 

34 

^ 

108 

3 

39 

3 

62 

3 

28 

32 

Frontier 

79 

5 

69 

2 

28 

3 

31 

2 

134 

1 

9 

5 

63 

2 

28 

33 

Furnas 

150 

3 

83 

1 

21 

4 

32 

2 

115 

2 

61 

3 

71 

2 

23 

34 

Gage 

104 

4 

67 

2 

11 

5 

25 

3 

99 

3 

33 

4 

58 

3 

28 

^,  c 

Garden 

135 

3 

85 

1 

7 

5 

41 

1 

96 

3 

22 

h 

44 

5 

28 

36 

Garfield 

151 

3 

68 

2 

13 

5 

28 

3 

115 

2 

29 

4 

57 

3 

28 

37 

Gosper 

93 

4 

76 

,2 

3 

5 

37 

1 

92 

3 

^5 

3 

73 

2 

28 

3P 

Grant 

80 

5 

74 

2 

3 

5 

44 

1 

89 

3 

6 

5 

0 

9 

2? 

39 

Greeley 

150 

3 

70 

2 

21 

4 

31 

2 

90 

3 

51 

3 

76 

1 

28 

4  0 

HaU 

85 

5 

73 

2 

20 

4 

30 

2 

116 

2 

31 

4 

68 

2 

Recipient    race,    average   assistance  payment,    and  na 

represents   Che  nighesC   fifth  and   '5"   Che  lowest   ri  fth,      A  "9 


NEBRASKA 

tional   quintile    rank    for   selected   public   assistance   programs,    by   county, 

was  used  to  intJlcate  either  that  the  State  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no 


roi 


June    1960 

recipients  In   the  county.) 


County- 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

Reclplen 

t  rate 

Average 

parent 

Recipient  rate 

Averagp 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Averagt 

code 

Code 

Nime 

Per  terson 

Per   far.!!? 

payment 

Rate 

^In- 
tllc 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Pate 

*iln- 
tlle 

Amoura 

,Tj  1  n- 
tlle 

^^c^nt 

tiiT 

Rate 

*ilri- 

tlle 

Ajiocnt 

Quin- 
tile 

28 

'.I 

Hajnilton 

81 

5 

67 

2 

u 

5 

30 

2 

78 

4 

\\ 

5 

51 

4 

28 

42 

Harlan 

1  13 

4 

79 

1 

8 

5 

23 

4 

60 

4 

16 

5 

63 

2 

28 

43 

Hayes 

119 

4 

92 

1 

lb 

4 

26 

3 

105 

3 

l40 

3 

lOi 

1 

28 

44 

Hitchcock 

172 

. 

7K 

1 

26 

3 

3  0 

2 

106 

3 

64 

2 

64 

2 

28 

45 

Holt 

128 

" 

67 

2 

14 

4 

36 

1 

109 

2 

48 

3 

59 

3 

28 

46 

Hooker 

38 

4 

66 

3 

38 

2 

30 

2 

106 

3 

18 

5 

64 

2 

28 

47 

Howard 

107 

4 

65 

3 

11 

5 

32 

2 

104 

3 

27 

4 

64 

2 

28 

48 

Jefferson 

119 

4 

69 

~! 

22 

3 

31 

2 

106 

3 

42 

3 

72 

2 

28 

49 

Johnson 

117 

4 

66 

3 

6 

5 

40 

1 

105 

3 

16 

5 

54 

3 

28 

50 

Kearney 

76 

5 

78 

1 

5 

5 

31 

2 

SB 

3 

179 

1 

60 

3 

28 

51 

Keith 

72 

5 

78 

1 

5 

5 

29 

3 

9Q 

3 

33 

4 

51 

4 

28 

52 

Keya  Paha 

107 

4 

72 

2 

12 

5 

32 

2 

98 

3 

W 

3 

52 

4 

28 

53 

Kimhall 

53 

5 

74 

2 

11 

5 

25 

3 

138 

1 

32 

a 

91 

1 

28 

54 

Knox 

170 

3 

69 

2 

36 

2 

30 

2 

1  12 

2 

34 

4 

71 

2 

28 

55 

Ian  caster 

58 

5 

75 

2 

12 

5 

30 

2 

112 

2 

11 

5 

78 

1 

28 

56 

Lincoln 

102 

4 

65 

3 

29 

3 

29 

3 

114 

2 

37 

4 

66 

2 

28 

57 

liDgan 

111 

4 

50 

4 

19 

\ 

28 

3 

105 

3 

18 

5 

65 

2 

28 

58 

loup 

124 

4 

70 

2 

27 

3 

29 

3 

110 

2 

70 

2 

63 

2 

28 

59 

McPherson 

197 

3 

8? 

1 

19 

1* 

44 

1 

157 

1 

0 

5 

0 

9 

28 

60 

Madison 

95 

4 

73 

- 

10 

5 

26 

3 

102 

3 

17 

5 

75 

2 

102  NEBRASKA  , 

Recipient    race,    average   assistance  payment,    and  national  quintile    rank    for  selected  public   assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    1960 

(iJlntlle   ■!•  re:re?er^;   u.e  tilghesc    rifch  and   ■&"   the  lowest    riftli.      A  "9  •  was  used  to  Indicate  eltner  that  the  State  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In  Che  county.) 


County 


Code 


61 

ft' 
63 

6r 

66 

67 

58 

69 

7  0 

71 

72 

73 
74 

75 
76 
77 
7e 
79 
80 


Name 


Merrick 

Morrill 

Nance 

Nemaha 

Nuckolls 

Otoe 

Pawnee 

Perkins. 

Rielps 

Pierce 

Plfltte 

Polk 

Red  Willow 

Richardson 

Rock 

Saline 

Sarpy 

Saunders 

Scotts  Bluff 

Seward 


OAA 


Recipient  rate     Average  payment 


"'"         tile 


97 
131 
165 
173 
146 

86 
129 
117 

52 
118 

59 

73 

79 

123 

155 

84 

55 

69 

107 

92 


7» 
75 
74 
67 
65 
63 
59 
79 
71 
7? 
60 
64 

63 
58 
69 
82 
52 
60 
76 
55 


Quin- 
tile 


AFDC 


Recipient  rate    L_ Average  pajment 

'      per  person  Per  rajnlly 


13 
16 
18 
23 
7 
13 

3 

12 

10 
8 
4 

3 

13 
23 

9 

5 

4 

5 

28 

10 


Qulh- 
tlle 


""-""^luie" 


5 

32 

4 

27 

4 

32 

3 

30 

5 

28 

5 

25 

5 

34 

5 

27 

5 

31 

5 

35 

5 

27 

5 

29 

=> 

25 

3 

25 

5 

31 

5 

J3 

5 

28 

5 

30 

3 

29 

5 

31 

Ainountl  9"'"- 
tlle 


111 

97 

100 

104 

93 

97 

76 

151 

120 

103 

117 

69 

94 

95 

104 

83 

106 

120 

115 

122 


APTD 


Recipient  rate        Average  pajnnenc 


19 

38 

108 
54 

12 

44 

19 
18 

34 

16 

■A 

28 
39 

23 
U 

8 
22 
35 
23 


1 
3 

5 

3 

1* 

5 
5 

4 
5 

5 

4 
3 

5 

5 

4 
4 
4 


83 

61 

65 

58 

56 

56 

85 

96 

54 

56 

56 

30 

57 

50 

58 

74 

62 

55 

84 

62 


1 
3 
2 
2 
3 
3 
1 
1 
I 
2 
2 
5 
3 

4 
3 
2 
3 
3 
1 
3 
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Recipient    rate,    average   assistance  payment,    and  national  quintile    rank   for  selected  public   assistance   programs,    by  county,    June    1960 

represerLs  Lhe  hlgnesc   fifth  and    ■&"   the  lowest  fifth.      A  »9  ■  was  used  to  Indicate  either  that  the  State  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In   the  county.) 


Count  y 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

Reclplen 

t  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Averagp 

pajment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Code 

Name 

Per  r  mil? 

Rate 

QulD- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

9ilD- 

tlle 

Amount 

Saln- 
tlle 

28 

81 

Sheridan 

115 

t* 

70 

2 

16 

4 

30 

2 

122 

2 

29 

4 

88 

1 

28 

82 

Sherman 

163 

3 

64 

3 

11 

5 

24 

3 

97 

3 

37 

4 

54 

3 

28 

33 

Sioux 

81 

5 

78 

1 

11 

5 

31 

2 

109 

Z 

22 

k 

126 

1 

28 

81* 

Stanton 

125 

4 

65 

3 

8 

5 

35 

1 

114 

2 

10 

5 

75 

2 

28 

85 

Thayer 

11? 

4 

73 

2 

8 

5 

32 

2 

120 

18 

5 

59 

3 

28 

86 

Thanas 

IBi 

3 

66 

3 

15 

Iv 

38 

1 

60 

0 

5 

0 

9 

28 

87 

Thurston 

167 

3 

58 

3 

65 

1 

30 

2 

104 

78 

2 

47 

4 

28 

88 

VaUey 

121 

4 

67 

2 

12 

5 

35 

1 

100 

80 

2 

65 

2 

28 

89 

Washington 

70 

6 

66 

3 

5 

5 

22 

4 

103 

U 

5 

89 

1 

28 

90 

Wayne 

82 

5 

71 

2 

5 

5 

41 

1 

138 

9 

5 

62 

3 

28 

91 

Webster 

108 

4 

79 

1 

20 

4 

26 

3 

108 

43 

3 

83 

1 

28 

92 

Wheeler 

183 

3 

68 

2 

23 

3 

25 

3 

165 

15 

5 

65 

2 

28 

93 

York 

85 

5 

71 

2 

14 

4 

27 

3 

106 

3 

35 

4 

61 

3 

104 


NEVAM 


Recipient    rate,    average   assistance   payment,    and   national   quintile    rank   for   selected  public   assistance   programs,    by   county,    June    I960 

(^Ir.clle    ■!■  represencs  the  hlgbest  fifth  and   "5"   tlie  lowest  fifth.      A  "9"  was  used  Co  Indicate  either  that  the  State  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In   the  county.) 


State 
code 


29 
29 
29 
29 
29 
29 
29 
29 
29 
29 
29 
29 
29 
29 
29 
29 
29 


!» 

5 
6 
7 

0 

9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 


County 


Nane 


Churchill 

Clark 

Douglas 

Elko 

Esmeralda 

Eureka 

HumboMt 

lander 

LLacoln 

Igron 

Mineral 

Dye 

Ormsby 

Pershing 

Storey 

Washoe 

White  Pine 


Recipient  rate 


Rate 


265 

110 
112 
183 
175 
200 
162 
228 
240 
156 
239 
217 
96 
167 
152 
130 
192 


«Jln- 
tlle 


Average  payment 


75 
68 
76 
67 
69 
74 
71 
74 
75 
71 
66 
65 
75 
79 
87 
74 
63 


Quin- 
tile 


Recipient  rate 


33 
20 
38 

20 

56 
67 
52 
29 
56 
38 
11 
40 

0 

20 
41 


Quin- 
tile 


3 

2 
4 

2 

1 
1* 
1 
1 
2 
3 
1 
2 
5 
2 
5 


Per  person 
I  Qulh 


Average  pajTpent 

per  ranlly 


26 
25 
25 
27 
26 
25 
26 
22 
28 
27 
2'i 
28 
22 
26 

0 

27 
28 


81 

102 
84 

65 
145 
103 
83 
77 
85 
76 
64 
75 
68 
89 

0 

85 
84 


Recipient  rate 


Quin- 
tile 


9 
9 
9 
9 
9 
9 
9 
9 
9 
9 
9 
9 
9 
9 
9 


Average  payment 


Quln- 
tlle 


9 

9 

9 

9 

9 

9 

9 

9 

9 
9 
9 
9 
9 
9 
9 
9 
9 
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Recipient    rate,    «»er«ge   •ssistince  payment,    uid  national   quintile    rank   for  selected  public   assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    1960 

represents  the  tilgliesc   f!  ftt  ana   -S"  the  lowest  firth.      A  -g-  »as  used  to  Inaicate  either  that  tte  State  had  no  prograu  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In   the  county.) 


County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

Reclplen 

t  race 

Average 

payraent  Recipient  rate 

Recl^ilen 

,  rate 

Code 

Name 

per  r;mlly 

Rate 

Quln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quln- 
tlle 

Rate 

Quln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quln- 
tUe 

Amount 

;^-uin- 

tlle 

Rate 

tile 

Amount 

*jln- 
tlle 

30 

1 

BeUmap 

93 

i+ 

85 

1 

15 

4 

38 

1 

1^? 

13 

5 

11^ 

3  0 

2 

Carroll 

99 

4 

70 

7 

21 

4 

45 

15b 

29 

4 

83 

30 

3 

Cheshire 

65 

5 

77 

2 

S 

5 

39 

1^3 

11 

5 

87 

3C 

h 

Coos 

7  8 

5 

74 

2 

24 

3 

4  0 

146 

18 

t 

90 

30 

5 

Grafton 

9  3 

4 

7  7 

2 

20 

4 

40 

162 

le 

= 

85 

30 

6 

Hillsborough 

56 

5 

80 

1 

16 

4 

38 

157 

It 

5 

98 

30 

7 

Merrimack 

64 

5 

77 

2 

16 

4 

44 

156 

12 

i 

92 

30 

8 

Rockingham 

68 

5 

74 

2 

12 

5 

42 

161 

9 

5 

85 

30 

9 

Strafford 

53 

5 

71 

2 

7 

D 

41 

147 

5 

100 

30 

10 

Sullivan 

87 

5 

72 

2 

12 

5 

39 

1  44 

li 

34 

106 


Recipient    rate,    average   assistance  payment,    and  nat 

represents  tne  highest  firth  and   "S"  the  lowest  fifth.      A  *9* 


NEW  JISSEir 
ionai  quintile   rank   For  selected  public  assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    1960 

was  used  to  Indicate  either  that  the  state  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In  the  count?.) 


Count  y 


9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
li* 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
2  0 
21 


Name 


Atlantic 

Bergen 

Burlington 

Camden 

Cape  May 

Cumberland 

Essex 

Gloucester 

Hudson 

Hunterdon 

Mercer 

Middlesex 

MoniDouth 

Morris 

Ocean 

I^ssaic 

Salem 

Somerset 

Sussex 

Union 

Warren 


OAA 


Recipient  rate    Average  payment 


56 
21 
"•l 
35 
•*0 
<»5 
•*!: 
34 
33 
37 
27 
28 
36 
25 
32 
34 
63 
23 
hi 
21 
hi 


77 
102 
91 
73 
87 
79 
94 
72 
98 
81 
86 
90 
89 

105 
87 
87 
72 
88 
90 
91 

103 


AFDC 


Recipient  rate 


37 
3 
12 
33 
21 
13 
38 
13 
24 
14 
3  3 
13 
16 
7 
16 
20 
17 
8 
16 
13 

14 


Rer 


45 
49 
45 
44 
44 
43 
47 
40 
46 
42 
46 
46 
44 
47 
44 
47 
42 
45 
40 
45 
46 


Quin- 
tile 


t  W'n- 


154 
169 
168 
153 
148 
161 
162 
148 
164 
154 
155 
160 
171 
177 
168 
168 
149 
146 
152 
162 
163 


APTD 


Recipient  race        Average  payment 


26 

6 

12 

18 
IZ 
18 
37 
11 
32 
18 
17 
12 
18 

8 
14 
23 
27 

7 
30 
12 
22 


86 

106 
91 
83 

105 
83 

100 
70 
95 
89 
66 
85 
98 

105 
36 
89 
77 
83 
71 
95 
82 


NEW  MEXICO 
Recipient    rate,    average    assistance  payment,    and  national   quintile    rank   for  selected  public   assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    1960 

represents  the  highest   fifth  ana   't'  the  lowest  firth.      A  -g-  wai  used  to  Indicate  either  that  the  State  had  no  program  or  that  there  »ere  no  recipients  In   the  county.) 


lOT 


County 

OAA 

AFDC 

AI>TD 

State 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payir.ent 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

pajmer,  t 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

Code 

Name 

pajvent 

code 

per  !  ersor 

Per   raitUj 

Rate 

9Jln- 
tlle 

Amount 

^In- 
tlle 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Amo'uTit 

Jjln- 
tlle 

Rate 

ftiln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

?2 

1 

Bernalillo 

12- 

4 

68 

2 

42 

2 

33 

2 

130 

2 

33 

4 

70 

■2 

32 

2 

Catron 

^  ■+ 1 

2 

65 

'i 

3  ^ 

3 

29 

3 

112 

2 

131 

1 

69 

2 

3  2 

3 

Chaves 

150 

3 

66 

2 

53 

2 

32 

2 

141 

1 

22 

4 

71 

2 

3; 

4 

Colfax 

151 

3 

6/ 

: 

8  3 

1 

32 

2 

115 

2 

78 

2 

64 

2 

32 

5 

Curry 

140 

3 

6  9 

^ 

31 

3 

30 

2 

128 

2 

25 

4 

70 

2 

32 

5 

De  Baca 

194 

3 

73 

2 

54 

2 

34 

2 

114 

2 

94 

2 

56 

3 

32 

7 

Dona  Ana 

ISl 

3 

67 

2 

38 

2 

29 

3 

128 

2 

24 

4 

62 

3 

32 

S 

Eddy 

155 

3 

66 

3 

49 

2 

29 

3 

122 

2 

31 

4 

68 

2 

32 

9 

Grant 

156 

3 

67 

2 

6  3 

1 

31 

2 

126 

2 

7  3 

2 

68 

2 

?2 

10 

Guadalupe 

393 

1 

69 

2 

144 

1 

31 

2 

113 

2 

156 

1 

60 

3 

32 

11 

Harding 

198 

3 

69 

2 

67 

1 

33 

2 

109 

2 

57 

3 

46 

4 

32 

12 

Hidalgo 

167 

3 

68 

2 

47 

2 

33 

2 

113 

2 

44 

3 

62 

3 

32 

13 

Lea 

116 

4 

67 

2 

31 

3 

36 

1 

135 

1 

18 

5 

66 

1 

32 

14 

Lincoln 

124 

4 

65 

3 

62 

1 

28 

3 

128 

2 

46 

3 

59 

3 

32 

15 

Tne:    fllnmriR 

Ik 

5 

61 

3 

0 

5 

0 

9 

0 

; 

0 

5 

0 

9 

32 

16 

Luna 

1  44 

3 

55 

3 

63 

1 

32 

2 

133 

1 

63 

2 

65 

2 

108 


NEW  MEXICO 
Recipient    rate,    average   assistance  payment,    and  national   quintile    rank   for  selected  public   assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    1960 

re^resenLs  zt.e  highest  fifth  ana    "b"  the  lo*^est   firui.      A  "9"  was  used  Co  Indicate  either  that  the  state  had  no  program  or  chat  there  were  no  recipients  In   the  county.) 


County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

Recipient  race 

Average 

parent 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient 

rate 

Average 

payment 

code 

Code 

Nat-e 

per  iierson 

f>cr  family     I 

Race 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Ainount 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

*Jln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

32 

IT 

McKinley 

386 

1 

64 

3 

62 

27 

3 

98 

3 

34 

4 

60 

3 

32 

18 

Mora 

^71 

1 

6  9 

c 

199 

31 

-■ 

11? 

' 

185 

1 

65 

2 

32 

19 

Otero 

9q 

4 

6  3 

3 

U 

/  8 

3 

117 

2 

10 

5 

55 

3 

32 

20 

Quay 

198 

3 

72 

2 

9; 

Z,> 

2 

140 

1 

71 

2 

75 

2 

32 

21 

Rio  Arriba 

539 

1 

o  8 

- 

144 

31 

-' 

122 

2 

191 

1 

bO 

3 

32 

22 

Roosevelt 

145 

3 

70 

2 

2  ,2 

53 

^ 

151 

1 

31 

t+ 

DO 

2 

32 

23 

Sandoval 

395 

1 

6  3 

3 

66 

29 

i 

97 

3 

97 

^ 

59 

3 

32 

2i 

San  Juan 

174 

3 

55 

3 

35 

30 

I 

111 

2 

24 

U- 

57 

3 

32 

25 

San  Mlg^uel 

399 

1 

70 

C 

152 

31 

2 

123 

2 

241 

1 

65 

2 

32 

26 

Santa  Fe 

231 

■: 

6o 

T 

100 

32 

2 

125 

2 

79 

2 

68 

2 

32 

27 

Sierra 

188 

3 

70 

2 

84 

32 

•^ 

118 

2 

161 

1 

68 

2 

32 

2  3 

Socorro 

379 

1 

6  7 

- 

94 

30 

2 

132 

1 

90 

2 

64 

2 

'2 

2o 

Taos 

508 

1 

68 

2 

184 

31 

2 

123 

2 

151 

1 

03 

2 

32 

3: 

Torrance 

351 

2 

o8 

i 

115 

28 

3 

126 

2 

140 

1 

62 

3 

32 

31 

Union 

190 

i 

75 

2 

129 

1 

33 

2 

132 

1 

57 

3 

ai 

2 

3  2 

3-^ 

Valencia 

345 

2 

68 

- 

44 

2 

30 

2 

1  18 

2 

73 

2 

el 

3 

NEW  YORK 
Recipient    rate,    average    assistance   payment,     and   national    quintile    ranlt    for   selected   public    assistance   programs,    by   county,    June    I960 

(■Julr.tlle   •!■  re^resenLs  ir.e  nithesC   ri  rch  and   'r-"   C!ie  lowest   rirt^i.      A  "9"  was  used   Co   Incllcaie  elLher   Uiat   the  Slate  had  no  prograr^  or  tr.at   tnere  were  no  recipients  !n   the  county.) 
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St  ate 
code 


Count  y 


Name 


OAA 


Seclp'.er.i:  rate 


Quin- 
tile 


Quin- 
tile 


AFDC 


Average  payF.entl  Recipient  rate     L_ Average  p^cnt 

a    >■--        -|  K  I      Per  person  ^Per  family 


Quln- 
tlle 


Quin- 
tile 


Qulrr- 
tlle 


APTD 


Recipient  rate        Average  payment 


'■■■   ?i'f-' 

tile 


33 

3? 

33 

3? 
''3 
33 

33 
33 
33 
?3 


5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

l"^ 

16 

17 

18 

10 


Albany 

Allegany 

Broome 

Cattaraiigus 

Cayjga 

Chautauqua 

Chemung 

Chenango 

Clinton 
Columbia 

Cortland 

Delaware 

Dutchess 

Erie 

Essex 

Franklin 

Fulton 

Genesee 


73 
38 
't3 
il 


4i 
79 
67 
7i 
4  3 


8  3 

1 

lOS 

I 

.g 

1 

i?7 

1 

84 

1 

7- 

1 

77 
107 
ICir 
67 
79 
02 
98 
90 
64 


l5 
IH 
21 
18 
19 
19 
I'* 
6 
IP 
17 
10 
32 

15 


4C 
3^ 
36 
Hi 
3  6 
37 
30 
32 
34 
36 
32 
2° 
36 
41 
29 
34 
31 
31 


147 
13- 
140 
16! 
143 
160 
128 
113 
161 
128 
137 
1  12 
148 
151 
131 
140 
131 
125 


36 


31 
35 
22 
27 
26 
3  2 
16 
32 
3i 
16 
33 
34 
27 
48 
21 


105 

64 

92 

91 

120 

85 

78 

76 

73 

91 

83 

77 

86 

95 

62 

69 

103 

90 

110 


NEW  YORK 
Recipient    rate,    average    assistance   payment,    and   national   quintile    rank    for   selected  public   assistance   programs,    by   county,    June    I960 

re:reser.zs  zr.^  hici-.est   ri  rt.r.  ?jij    "t"   cne  lo^^esc    flfU",.      A  -y "  was  used  Co   Indicate  eltJier  Uiat  Uie  scale  had  no  proeran  or  Lfiac  there  were  no  recipients  In   the  county.] 


St  ate 

code 


3.-. 


2^ 


2" 
2- 


3; 


37 

3? 


County 


Greene 

Hamilton 

Herkimer 

Jefferson 

Dsvis 

Livingston 

Iladison 
Monroe 

Montgomery 

Nassau 

Niagara 

Oneida 

Onondaga 

Ontario 

Orange 

Orleans 

Oswego 

Otsego 

Putnam 

Rensselaer 


OAA 


Recipient  rate  Average  payment 


■*2 
35 
05 
6  2 
57 
5  0 
51 
3  7 
22 
3  7 
52 
53 


Quin- 
tile 


82 


Quin- 
tile 


90 

87 

7  0 

81 

97 

B'i 

91 

120 

7b 

13'* 

lOr 

10  / 

il« 

7b 

lOO. 


85 


AFDC 


Recipient  rate 


1^ 
lb 
it 

21 
lb 


10 
b 

lo 
30 

lb 

1  1 
3  5 
i^'O 

1  1 
11 

:  1 


Average  pajroer.t 

per  person     [     per  family 


33 
25 
32 
33 
30 
3  0 

38 
3  fa 


Quln- 


'.O 
3  2 

359 
36 
39 

3  5 


Amount     ^l"- 
tile 


14it 
OO 
129 
1  35 
136 
123 
15'* 
153 
129 
196 
157 
195 
Iti 
131 
1  39 
14b 
15^ 
1  38 
lo- 
1  5  9 


APTD 


Recipient  rate        Average  payment 


!Jjln- 
tlle 


30 
22 

23 
42 
23 
26 
25 
34 
20 
10 
13 
31 
19 
21 
18 
32 
42 

25 
18 
23 


Quln- 
tue 


B2 

1 

57 

3 

69 

2 

79 

71 

78 

60 

107 

74 

165 

90 

104 

108 

81 

82 

56 

93 

114 

126 

88 

NEW  YORK 


Recipient    rate,    average    assistance   payment,    and   national    quintile    rank    for   sclec 

represenis  Uie  tilghesc   fl  mti  and   "5"   Ctie  lowesc   firth,      a  "9"  was  used   Co  Indicate  either  tha 


ted  public   assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    I960 

t  tr.e  state  had  no  program  or  that  ttiere  were  no  recipients  In  the  county.) 


County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

Sc  ate 

Reclplenc  race 

Average  payment 

Reclplen 

t  rate 

Averagp 

pajroen  t 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

code 

Code 

Name 

per     erson 

Per  fijiills 

payment 

Rate 

tUe 

AmouJit 

Quin- 
tile 

Race 

(Quin- 
tile 

Ajnount 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Qulr^ 
tile 

Race 

C^ln- 
tllc 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

33 

itA 

Rockland 

43 

5 

121 

11 

5 

45 

1 

185 

14 

5 

99 

1 

33 

45 

St .    Ifivrence 

80 

5 

88 

33 

2 

43 

1 

190 

44 

3 

72 

2 

33 

46 

Saratoga 

39 

5 

76 

8 

b 

34 

^ 

140 

15 

5 

82 

1 

33 

47 

Schenectady 

28 

5 

123 

14 

4 

36 

1 

141 

15 

5 

94 

1 

33 

48 

Schoharie 

54 

5 

77 

7 

D 

35 

1 

113 

26 

4 

64 

2 

33 

4<) 

Schuyler 

75 

5 

84 

19 

4 

24 

3 

110 

37 

4 

66 

2 

33 

5" 

Seneca 

51 

5 

91 

32 

3 

37 

1 

155 

52 

3 

119 

1 

33 

51 

Steuben 

53 

5 

79 

12 

5 

27 

3 

118 

23 

4 

75 

2 

3  3 

52 

Suffolk 

29 

5 

109 

16 

4 

47 

1 

173 

15 

5 

102 

1 

33 

53 

Sullivan 

51 

5 

9b 

18 

i* 

36 

1 

154 

39 

3 

101 

1 

33 

54 

Tioga 

89 

4 

90 

18 

4 

31 

2 

129 

34 

4 

79 

1 

33 

55 

Tompkins 

55 

5 

97 

25 

3 

38 

1 

147 

19 

5 

98 

1 

33 

56 

Ulster 

51 

5 

99 

13 

5 

36 

1 

1  51 

20 

5 

103 

1 

33 

57 

Warren 

62 

5 

92 

22 

3 

23 

4 

102 

32 

4 

71 

2 

33 

58 

Washington 

75 

5 

80 

18 

if 

25 

3 

120 

37 

4 

74 

2 

33 

59 

Wayne 

50 

5 

84 

16 

i* 

30 

2 

131 

27 

4 

71 

2 

33 

60 

Westchester 

36 

5 

122 

15 

if 

42 

1 

156 

17 

5 

121 

1 

33 

61 

Wyoming 

52 

5 

90 

14 

if 

30 

2 

151 

13 

5 

79 

1 

33 

62 

Yates 

67 

3 

74 

2 

17 

if 

33 

2 

152 

21 

5 

69 

2 

33 

qc) 

New  York  City 

53 

5 

114 

1 

66 

1 

43 

1 

173 

53 

3 

105 

1 

112  NORTH  CAROLINA 

Recipient    rate,    average    assistance   payment,    and  national   quintile    rank    for  selected  public   assistance   programs,    by  county,    June    1960 
(fliilntlle   ■!■  represents  LT.e  highest;   rirui  ^.j    ■&"   the  lowest   rifth.      A  "9"  was  used  to   Indicate  either   that  the  State  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In   the  councy.) 


Count  y 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

RGClplenc  rate 

Average 

)ajment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient 

rate 

Average 

payment 

code 

^ — 

Code 

Name 

per     erson 

Per   family 

Bate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

ijuln- 
tlle 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

Qjln- 

tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

34 

1 

flinmflnop 

101 

4 

42 

5 

22 

3 

19 

4 

77 

4 

34 

4 

47 

4 

34 

2 

Alexander 

230 

2 

40 

5 

43 

2 

19 

^ 

67 

5 

Gt 

45 

5 

34 

3 

Alleghany 

201 

3 

43 

5 

97 

1 

2  0 

4 

74 

4 

176 

4o 

4 

34 

4 

Anson 

205 

3 

41 

5 

56 

1 

16 

5 

7  0 

H 

93 

41* 

5 

34 

5 

Ashe 

214 

2 

43 

5 

97 

1 

20 

4 

7b 

4 

199 

4^+ 

5 

34 

6 

Avery 

308 

2 

40 

5 

97 

1 

17 

5 

62 

5 

120 

■*1 

5 

34 

7 

Beaijfort 

173 

3 

37 

5 

49 

2 

16 

5 

7  0 

4 

100 

2 

45 

5 

34 

8 

Bertie 

236 

2 

39 

5 

49 

2 

14 

c; 

54 

5 

127 

1 

43 

5 

34 

Q 

Bladen 

153 

3 

39 

5 

8  9 

1 

18 

4 

77 

4 

99 

2 

42 

5 

34 

1' 

Brunswick 

174 

3 

42 

5 

51 

2 

18 

4 

74 

4 

104 

' 

43 

5 

34 

11 

Buncombe 

112 

4 

38 

5 

33 

2 

17 

5 

65 

5 

60 

3 

46 

4 

34 

12 

B-jrke 

129 

4 

42 

5 

39 

2 

20 

4 

78 

4 

78 

■^ 

47 

4 

34 

13 

Cabarrras 

127 

a 

4  3 

s 

40 

•^ 

2  0 

4 

-"7 

4 

oe 

^' 

51 

4 

34 

14 

Caldwell 

132 

4 

40 

5 

38 

2 

19 

4 

74 

4 

66 

2 

46 

4 

34 

15 

Camden 

225 

2 

34 

5 

47 

2 

17 

5 

62 

5 

120 

1 

42 

5 

34 

16 

Carteret 

135 

3 

41 

5 

46 

2 

20 

4 

74 

4 

62 

2 

47 

4 

34 

17 

Caswell 

2C6 

3 

4b 

5 

77 

1 

.0 

4 

bO 

4 

HI 

1 

53 

4 

34 

18 

Catawba 

96 

4 

45 

5 

30 

3 

21 

4 

78 

4 

55 

3 

53 

4 

34 

19 

Chatham 

1  15 

4 

40 

5 

25 

3 

1  7 

5 

6  3 

5 

75 

2 

44 

5 

34 

2  0 

Cherokee 

215 

2 

33 

5 

95 

1 

15 

5 

61 

5 

148 

1 

38 

5 

NORTH  CAROLINA 
Recipient    rate,    average   assistance  payment,    and  national   quintlle    rank   for  seiec 

represents  Uie  highest;  firth  and   "6"   the  lowest   rifm.      A   "9"  was  used   to  Indicate  either  Ui 
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ted  public   assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    I960 

t  Uie  State  had  no  program  or  tr^at  there  were  no  recipients  In   the  county.) 


Count  y 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

pajmen  t 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

Code 

Name 

payment 

code 

per  person 

Per   fiully 

Bate 

Quin- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tlle 

Rate 

Quin- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tlle 

Rate 

*1:^ 
tile 

AUlOUTit 

Quin- 
tlle 

?4 

21 

Chowan 

IIQ 

4 

40 

5 

15 

4 

14 

5 

66 

5 

62 

3 

51 

t* 

?'* 

?? 

Clay 

355 

2 

3^ 

5 

143 

I 

17 

5 

65 

5 

2  35 

1 

41 

5 

?'• 

"13 

Cleveland 

la^ 

3 

43 

5 

56 

1 

21 

4 

90 

3 

66 

2 

49 

4 

34 

24 

Columbus 

185 

3 

37 

5 

43 

2 

15 

5 

66 

5 

Bt 

2 

41 

5 

34 

?S 

Craven 

213 

2 

'»9 

4 

47 

' 

2  i 

u 

v*+ 

3 

7  2 

2 

bo 

3 

34 

25 

Cumberland 

171 

3 

43 

5 

47 

2 

20 

^ 

86 

4 

4Q 

3 

30 

i 

34 

27 

C-orrituok 

172 

3 

39 

5 

34 

2 

18 

" 

70 

4 

112 

1 

49 

^ 

34 

28 

Dare 

171 

3 

48 

4 

36 

2 

21 

i* 

58 

5 

217 

1 

49 

4 

34 

2=» 

Davidson 

113 

4 

42 

s 

32 

3 

21 

i* 

8<1 

4 

5  2 

3 

49 

4 

34 

30 

Davie 

130 

4 

46 

5 

24 

3 

2  1 

i* 

;  s 

4 

72 

2 

56 

3 

34 

31 

Duplin 

144 

3 

36 

5 

38 

2 

16 

t, 

66 

5 

90 

2 

40 

5 

34 

32 

Durham 

140 

3 

47 

4 

65 

1 

22 

4 

91 

3 

9  2 

2 

54 

3 

34 

33 

Edgecombe 

149 

3 

39 

5 

21 

, 

12 

5 

59 

3 

53 

5 

45 

5 

34 

34 

Forsyth 

108 

4 

49 

4 

56 

1 

22 

4 

87 

4 

81 

2 

55 

3 

34 

35 

Franklin 

177 

3 

42 

5 

51 

2 

16 

5 

53 

5 

115 

1 

46 

4 

34 

35 

Gaston 

120 

4 

47 

4 

55 

1 

23 

u 

84 

A 

78 

2 

51 

4 

34 

37 

Gates 

174 

3 

39 

5 

34 

2 

13 

1-; 

51 

5 

61 

3 

50 

4 

34 

38 

Graham 

274 

2 

40 

5 

61 

1 

16 

5 

55 

5 

140 

1 

45 

5 

34 

39 

Granville 

105 

4 

3  ' 

t. 

20 

h 

17 

5 

68 

5 

39 

3 

^H 

5 

34 

40 

Greene 

169 

3 

38 

5 

32 

3 

15 

5 

63 

5 

97 

i. 

41 

5 

114 


NORTH  CAEOLim 
Recipient    rate,    average   assistance  paynxnc,    and  national  quintile    rank   for  selected  public   assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    1960 

represents  xs.e  nishest   nrui  na  "6"  the  lowest   ma.     A  -g-  was  used  to  Indicate  eiuier  tuat  tr.e  state  had  no  program  or  Uiat  tticre  irere  no  recipients  In  tlie  county.) 


County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Beclplen 

rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient 

rate 

Average 

code 

Code 

Name 

per  person     I 

per  t!  Tilly 

piyinent 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

9iln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

34 

41 

GuiUord 

100 

4 

50 

4 

38 

2 

23 

4 

94 

3 

50 

3 

55 

3 

34 

42 

Halifax 

174 

3 

44 

5 

51 

2 

17 

5 

74 

4 

88 

2 

47 

4 

34 

43 

Harnett 

211 

3 

46 

5 

79 

1 

21 

4 

81 

4 

114 

1 

51 

4 

34 

44 

Hayiraod 

21? 

2 

41 

5 

60 

1 

15 

5 

60 

5 

80 

2 

47 

4 

3  4 

i"^ 

Henderson 

HI 

i* 

46 

4 

32 

3 

20 

4 

83 

4 

65 

2 

58 

3 

34 

46 

Hertford 

194 

3 

35 

5 

55 

1 

13 

5 

54 

5 

110 

1 

39 

5 

34 

47 

Hoke 

157 

3 

36 

5 

13 

5 

14 

5 

58 

5 

43 

3 

42 

5 

34 

43 

Hyde 

256 

2 

36 

5 

73 

1 

18 

4 

6  3 

5 

152 

1 

41 

5 

34 

49 

Iredell 

118 

4 

43 

5 

30 

3 

19 

4 

71 

4 

70 

2 

46 

4 

34 

50 

Jackson 

315 

2 

36 

5 

106 

1 

16 

^ 

6C 

c, 

151 

1 

39 

5 

34 

51 

Johnston 

205 

3 

37 

s 

54 

2 

18 

4 

71 

4 

123 

1 

45 

5 

34 

52 

Jones 

229 

2 

40 

5 

76 

1 

17 

5 

64 

5 

134 

1 

43 

5 

34 

5  3 

lije 

130 

4 

43 

5 

47 

2 

19 

4 

88 

3 

76 

2 

45 

5 

34 

54 

Lenoir 

164 

3 

41 

s 

3  6 

2 

19 

4 

78 

4 

90 

2 

49 

4 

34 

55 

Lincoln 

170 

3 

45 

s 

40 

2 

19 

4 

71 

4 

67 

2 

46 

4 

3  4 

56 

McDowell 

134 

3 

4  2 

6 

20 

4 

19 

4 

72 

4 

39 

3 

47 

4 

34 

57 

Itecon 

173 

3 

36 

5 

38 

2 

13 

5 

53 

5 

48 

3 

50 

4 

34 

58 

Madison 

273 

■: 

42 

5 

136 

1 

15 

5 

60 

5 

154 

1 

41 

5 

34 

59 

Martin 

191 

3 

37 

5 

38 

2 

16 

5 

78 

4 

76 

2 

43 

5 

34 

60 

MecKlenburg 

131 

4 

50 

4 

36 

2 

21 

k 

83 

3 

46 

J 

58 

3 

NORTH  CAROLINA 
Recipient    rate,    average   assistance  payment,    and  national  quintiie    rank   for  selec 

represents  the  highest  fifth  ar.d   "5"  the  lowest  fifth,      a  "9"  was  used   to  Indicate  either  Ch 


IIS 


ted  public  assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    I960 

t  tr.e  state  had  no  program  or  tiiat  there  were  no  recipients  In  Oie  coumar.) 


State 

County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

Code 

Name 

pajnent 

code 

l-er  ;>erson     1 

Per  family 

Rate 

Quin- 
tiie 

Amount 

Quin- 
tiie 

Rate 

Quln- 
tUe 

Amount 

QulD- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quln- 
tUe 

Bat« 

^ID- 

tUe 

AwDunt 

ajln- 

tUe 

?'» 

61 

Mitchell 

319 

2 

50 

4 

131 

1 

22 

4 

84 

4 

176 

1 

52 

4 

3" 

ft2 

Montgomery- 

199 

3 

38 

5 

49 

2 

19 

4 

78 

4 

113 

1 

44 

5 

34 

63 

Moore 

135 

3 

39 

5 

42 

2 

15 

5 

65 

5 

86 

2 

43 

5 

34 

ft4 

Nash 

199 

3 

39 

5 

43 

2 

15 

5 

64 

5 

64 

2 

50 

4 

34 

65 

Nev  Hanover 

142 

3 

46 

5 

64 

1 

22 

4 

84 

4 

133 

1 

50 

4 

34 

66 

Northan^iton 

182 

3 

35 

5 

49 

2 

13 

5 

55 

5 

104 

2 

42 

5 

34 

67 

Onslow 

194 

3 

47 

4 

27 

3 

20 

4 

81 

4 

35 

4 

51 

4 

34 

58 

Orange 

80 

5 

49 

4 

34 

2 

20 

4 

84 

4 

45 

3 

54 

3 

34 

69 

Pamlico 

201 

3 

41 

5 

54 

2 

21 

4 

70 

4 

138 

1 

46 

4 

34 

70 

Pasquotank 

124 

4 

42 

5 

18 

4 

17 

5 

63 

5 

43 

3 

58 

3 

34 

71 

Pender 

172 

3 

36 

5 

34 

2 

14 

5 

57 

5 

73 

2 

39 

5 

34 

72 

Perquimans 

181 

3 

43 

5 

35 

2 

17 

5 

68 

6 

131 

1 

51 

4 

34 

73 

Person 

242 

2 

40 

5 

67 

1 

19 

4 

SI 

4 

119 

1 

46 

4 

34 

74 

Pitt 

182 

3 

38 

5 

38 

2 

15 

5 

72 

4 

83 

2 

44 

6 

34 

75 

Polk 

181 

3 

46 

5 

80 

1 

22 

4 

87 

4 

125 

1 

51 

4 

34 

76 

Bandolph 

77 

5 

43 

5 

19 

4 

19 

4 

76 

4 

31 

4 

46 

4 

34 

77 

Richmond 

196 

3 

42 

5 

77 

1 

20 

4 

85 

4 

152 

1 

50 

4 

34 

78 

Robeson 

175 

3 

44 

5 

52 

2 

18 

4 

84 

4 

84 

2 

48 

4 

34 

79 

Rockingham 

128 

4 

49 

4 

31 

3 

21 

4 

86 

4 

58 

3 

54 

3 

34 

80 

Rcwan 

95 

4 

49 

4 

38 

2 

22 

4 

83 

4 

74 

2 

55 

3 

116 


Recipient    race,    average   assistance   payment,    and  nat 

(QalnLlle    •!•   represents    Lhe  tilgtiest    TlTUi   and    "5"   the   lowest    fifth.       A   "9" 


NORTH  CAROLINA 
ional   quintile    rank    for  selected  public   assJ 

was  used   to   Indicate  either  that  th.e  State  had  i 


stance  programs,    by  county,    June    1960 

10  program  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In   the  county.) 


County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

jaymenc 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

code 

Code 

Name 

per  iterson 

Per  fiinirf  1 

paymen  t 

Rate      j 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

IJiln- 
tlle 

^cunt     «^;r 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

9iln- 
tue 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

34 

81 

Rutherford 

235 

2 

46 

5 

62 

1 

22 

i4 

83 

4 

104 

2 

50 

4 

34 

82 

Sampson 

168 

3 

37 

5 

66 

1 

17 

C 

73 

4 

90 

2 

43 

5 

34 

83 

Scotland 

262 

2 

30 

5 

106 

1 

15 

5 

66 

5 

235 

1 

41 

5 

34 

84 

StATll/ 

111 

4 

SS 

5 

24 

3 

18 

4 

76 

4 

51 

3 

49 

4 

34 

85 

Stokes 

141 

3 

42 

5 

27 

3 

18 

4 

71 

4 

61 

3 

44 

5 

34 

86 

Surry 

196 

3 

41 

5 

48 

2 

16 

4 

73 

4 

65 

2 

50 

4 

34 

87 

Swain 

348 

2 

38 

5 

118 

1 

17 

5 

68 

5 

185 

1 

38 

5 

34 

88 

Transylvania 

170 

3 

37 

5 

49 

2 

18 

4 

72 

4 

60 

3 

46 

4 

34 

89 

Tyrrell 

337 

2 

39 

5 

53 

2 

18 

4 

73 

4 

228 

1 

47 

4 

34 

90 

Union 

107 

4 

42 

5 

12 

5 

16 

5 

70 

4 

23 

4 

50 

4 

34 

91 

Vance 

152 

3 

38 

5 

51 

2 

15 

5 

63 

^ 

92 

2 

42 

5 

34 

92 

Wake 

149 

3 

45 

5 

65 

1 

19 

4 

80 

4 

81 

2 

51 

4 

34 

93 

Warren 

145 

3 

39 

5 

39 

2 

15 

5 

57 

5 

120 

1 

39 

5 

34 

94 

Washington 

172 

3 

37 

5 

18 

4 

16 

5 

63 

5 

67 

2 

51 

4 

34 

95 

Watauga 

178 

3 

43 

5 

75 

1 

20 

4 

74 

4 

96 

2 

43 

5 

34 

96 

Wayne 

170 

3 

39 

5 

24 

3 

17 

5 

74 

4 

59 

3 

45 

5 

34 

97 

Wilkes 

245 

2 

40 

5 

87 

1 

19 

4 

74 

4 

131 

1 

41 

5 

34 

98 

Wilson 

231 

2 

38 

5 

48 

2 

15 

5 

61 

& 

76 

2 

44 

5 

34 

99 

Yadkin 

138 

3 

48 

4 

27 

3 

IQ 

4 

71 

4 

67 

2 

45 

5 

34 

100 

Yancey 

272 

2 

34 

5 

99 

1 

15 

5 

'^6 

5 

152 

1 

32 

5 

NORTH  DAKOTA 
Recipient    rate,    average   assistance   payment,    and  national   quintile    rank   for  selected  public   assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    I960 

(*jlncue    »i"  represents  Uie  highest   fl  rtli  and   "5"  Che  lowest   firui.      a  "9  ■  was  jsed   to  Indicate  either  that  th.e  State  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In   the  county. 


117 


Councy 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

Reclplem  race 

Average  payment 

Beclplen 

rate 

Average 

payment 

Reclplen 

rate 

Average 

code 

Code 

Name 

Per  1  erson     1 

Per  fijilly 

payment 

Hate 

«Jln- 
tUe 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Bate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Qutn- 
tllc 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

*jln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

3  5 

1 

Adajns 

lOfr 

i* 

91 

1 

i: 

5 

?' 

i'^; 

i 

37 

k 

117 

1 

35 

2 

Barnes 

131 

- 

119 

1 

c  1 

- 

'^'- 

1=1 

1 

3  9 

3 

134 

1 

35 

3 

Benson 

220 

- 

d  3 

i 

.- 

._. 

- 

11  1 

1 

7l' 

± 

35 

if 

BllUngs 

123 

M- 

7D 

-' 

6 

5 

17£ 

1 

26 

k 

o7 

1 

35 

5 

Bottineau 

110 

i* 

lOo 

1 

10 

b 

■ 

- 

1  51 

1 

J' 

- 

70 

1 

35 

6 

Bowman 

107 

4 

74 

--■ 

K' 

5 

IM 

1 

30 

k 

77 

1 

35 

7 

Burke 

16Q 

-- 

76 

^ 

15 

4 

-^- 

11? 

:-.- 

- 

74 

i. 

35 

8 

Burleigh 

86 

^ 

92 

1 

11 

5 

13 

123 

2 

1  5 

i 

6? 

2 

35 

9 

Cass 

100 

4 

75 

2 

19 

4 

4  ^ 

154 

1 

23 

4 

77 

1 

35 

10 

Cavalier 

133 

4 

76 

-I 

23 

3 

jb 

13; 

1 

3  4 

14 

122 

1 

35 

11 

Dickey 

15  9 

3 

88 

1 

2  9 

3 

-1 

164 

1 

66 

; 

102 

1 

35 

12 

Divide 

131 

4 

99 

1 

7 

5 

41 

152 

1 

45 

3 

90 

1 

35 

13 

Dunn 

121 

4 

61 

3 

21 

4 

32 

126 

z 

54 

3 

64 

i 

35 

14 

Eddy 

159 

3 

105 

1 

34 

2 

40 

150 

I 

6  4 

2 

81 

1 

35 

15 

anmons 

149 

3 

105 

1 

20 

4 

41 

156 

1 

37 

4 

54 

5 

35 

16 

Foster 

138 

3 

88 

1 

15 

4 

37 

162 

1 

16 

5 

47 

4 

35 

17 

G.   Valley 

50 

5 

98 

1 

15 

4 

4i* 

191 

1 

In 

3 

162 

1 

35 

18 

Grand  Forks 

95 

4 

86 

1 

17 

4 

45 

172 

i 

20 

c 

135 

1 

35 

19 

Grant 

179 

3 

62 

3 

15 

4 

44 

l30 

1 

62 

3 

78 

1 

35 

20 

Griggs 

120 

4 

87 

1 

a 

5 

34 

120 

2 

29 

It 

112 

1 

118 


NORTH  BAKOTA 
Recipient    rate,    average    assistance  payment,    and  national   quintile    rank    for  selected  public   assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    I960 

represents   Lhe  hlghesc   f  1  rui  and   "5'  the  lowest   fifth,      a  "9  ■  was  used   to   Indicate  either  that  tf.e  State  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  in   tie  county.) 


State 

c  ode 


:-5 

^.  5 
35 
35 

35 
35 
35 
35 
35 
35 


35 
35 


21 
2? 
21 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
25 
3C 
31 
3  2 
33 
34 


County 


Name 


Hettinger 

Kidder 

lAMoijre 

Logan 

McHenry 

Mcintosh 

McKenzle 

McLean 

Mercer 

Morton 

Mountrail 

Nelson 

Oliver 

Pembina 

Pierce 

Ramsey 

Ransom 

Renville 

Richland 

Rolette 


OAA 


Recipient  rate  Average  pajmert 


Rate 


60 
227 
133 
196 
148 
237 
103 
132 
155 
142 
118 
108 
178 
128 
156 
97 
111 
136 
125 
313 


Quirt- 
tile 


67 
95 
80 
81 
92 
81 
85 
71 
96 
96 
92 
61 
93 
91 
93 
89 
75 
91 
83 


Quin- 
tile 


AFDC 


Recipient  rate 


1  3 

2  7 
17 
15 
11 

5 
21 
31 
IB 
14 
30 
19 
17 
26 
5 
23 
15 
10 
16 
146 


Average  payment 


per  terson     |     per  raiplly 


31 
24 
3d 
3v 
31 
38 
40 
36 
37 
37 
36 
28 
40 
41 
41 
35 
36 
35 
52 


Quln- 
tlle 


151 
1  18 
135 
165 
128 
l47 
164 
127 
140 
143 
138 
110 
176 
145 
114 
155 
129 
155 
168 
142 


APTD 


Recipient  rate        Average  payment 


23 

31 

49 
53 
37 
31 
51 
44 
91 
28 
42 
20 

71 

58 
39 
32 

18 
26 

43 
173 


ftjlrt- 
tlle 


9uln- 
tlle 


144 
58 
80 

104 
62 

163 
79 
72 
94 
94 

112 

198 
73 
90 
115 
99 
89 
102 
90 

63 


KORTH  DAKOTA 
Recipient    rate,    average   assistance  payijent,    and  national   puintile    rank   for  selected  public  assistance  progranis,    by  county,    June    I960 

(Oilntlle   ■!>  represents  Uie  highest  fifth  and   -s-  the  lowest  fifth.      A  -g-  »as  used   to  Indicate  either  ttat  the  State  had  no  program  or  that  there  «re  no  recipients  In   ae  county.) 
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County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Code 

Name 

Average  pajnent 

code 

per  1  erson 

per  family 

Rate 

*Jln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quln- 
tue 

Rate 

»iln- 
tlle 

Amount 

QulD- 
tUe 

Amount 

Quln- 
tlle 

Rate 

auln- 
tlle 

Amount 

quin- 
ine 

3? 

^1 

Sargent 

160 

3 

77 

2 

20 

4 

41 

1 

162 

1 

50 

3 

63 

35 

42 

Sheridan 

21? 

2 

85 

1 

19 

4 

40 

1 

133 

1 

75 

2 

99 

35 

43 

Sioux 

246 

2 

100 

1 

114 

1 

30 

2 

97 

3 

62 

3 

51 

35 

44 

Slope 

106 

4 

61 

3 

7 

5 

34 

2 

241 

1 

31^ 

k 

103 

35 

45 

Stark 

104 

4 

71 

2 

12 

5 

34 

2 

128 

2 

39 

3 

77 

35 

46 

Steele 

140 

3 

77 

11 

5 

45 

1 

115 

2 

48 

3 

97 

35 

47 

Stutsman 

120 

4 

85 

18 

4 

47 

1 

158 

1 

29 

4 

93 

35 

48 

Tovmer 

129 

4 

81 

13 

5 

49 

1 

134 

1 

63 

2 

95 

35 

49 

Traill 

113 

4 

80 

12 

5 

39 

1 

122 

2 

51 

3 

62 

35 

50 

Walsh 

103 

4 

68 

16 

4 

39 

1 

156 

1 

30 

4 

113 

35 

51 

Hard 

103 

4 

77 

2 

18 

4 

37 

1 

145 

1 

18 

K 

91 

35 

52 

Wells 

123 

4 

69 

2 

18 

4 

38 

1 

144 

1 

42 

3 

58 

35 

53 

WilUams 

89 

4 

93 

1 

16 

4 

40 

1 

142 

1 

20 

5 

135 

120 


Recipient    race,    ftverage   sssi stance  paynxnt, 
(^Incile   •!•  represents  the  til^«st  fifth  and   "5"  the  lowest   fifth, 


OHIO 
and  national  quintile    rank   for  selected  public   assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    I960 

A  «9»  was  used  to  Indicate  either  that  tf.e  State  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In   the  county.) 


State 
code 


36 

1 

36 

2 

36 

3 

35 

4 

36 

5 

36 

5 

36 

7 

36 

8 

36 

9 

36 

10 

36 

11 

36 

12 

36 

13 

35 

1* 

35 

16 

36 

15 

36 

17 

35 

18 

35 

19 

35 

2  0 

County 


Nine 


Adams 

Allen 

Ashland 

Ashtabula 

Athens 

Auglaize 

Belmont 

Brown 

Butler 

Carroll 

Champaign 

Clark 

Clermont 

Clinton 

Columbiana 

Coshocton 

Cravford 

Cuyahoga 

Darke 

Defiance 


OAA 


Recipient  rate     Average  payment 


Rate 


302 

89 

92 

108 

195 

79 

132 

185 

102 

99 

147 

119 

149 

218 

113 

133 

78 

61 

124 

93 


9iln- 
tllc 


72 
71 
70 
74 
72 
70 
66 
74 
79 
66 
72 
78 
69 
78 
72 
69 
71 
76 
59 
80 


AFDC 


Recipient  rate 


Rate 


119 
25 
10 
10 
75 

4 
18 
50 
27 
1  1 

5 
11 
21 
21 
12 
18 

9 
28 
11 

2 


Average  payment 

t^er  person     l     per   rajnliy" 


„t  I  *'°- 
"■•     tile 


31 
25 

26 
31 
29 
26 
28 

29 
28 
23 
25 
29 
30 
30 
28 
25 
31 
33 
25 
42 


Amount     *;■»- 
tile 


117 

99 

95 

119 

113 

126 

98 

107 

115 

87 

35 
lilt 

115 
103 
111 

89 
125 
11*1 

84 
169 


A1>TD 


Recipient  rate        Average  payment 


134 
13 
20 
6 
73 
15 
19 
75 
31 
14 
11 
20 
34 
47 
26 
25 
14 
19 
25 
1 


Amount      ^^^ 


56 
57 
80 
68 
75 
1*8 
59 
66 
74 
51* 
51 
71 
78 
72 
56 
62 
72 
88 
57 
65 
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Recipient    rate,    average   assistance   payment,    and   national   quintilc    rank    for  selected  public   assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    1960 
{^Intlle   •!■  represents  the  highest   firth  and   ■&•  the  lowest  fifth.      A  «9»  was  used  to  Indicate  either  that  the  state  had  no  prograjn  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In   the  county.) 


Count  y 


Code 


Name 


OAA 


Recipient  rate     Average  payment 


Rate 


Quln- 
tlle 


AFDC 


Recipient  rate 


per  ::ersj 


APTD 


clplent  rate        Average  pajr.ent 


fin- 
ale 


5uln- 
tlle 


21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 
S'* 
35 
36 
37 
38 
39 
40 


Delaware 

Erie 

Fairfield 

Fayette 

Franklin 

Fulton 

Gallia 

Geau^ 

Greene 

Guernsey 

Hamilton 

Hancock 

Hardin 

Harrison 

Henry 

Highland 

Hocking 

Holmes 

Huron 

Jackson 


114 

75 
128 
215 
103 

46 
266 

60 
134 
151 

90 

88 

145 

122 

72 

198 

211 
150 
103 
221 


81 
79 
81 
69 
72 
78 
75 
85 
72 
70 
74 
70 
76 


64 

3 

69 

2 

71 

2 

70 

2 

79 

1 

76 

2 

75 

2 

a 

5 
10 

14 

31 
0 

46 

3 

6 

10 

36 

6 

10 

27 

2 

42 

47 

12 

17 

85 


5 
5 
5 
4 
3 
5 
2 
5 

5 
2 
5 

5 
3 
5 
2 

2 
5 


26 

3 

92 

26 

3 

102 

23 

3 

112 

29 

3 

102 

2v 

3 

117 

30 

2 

92 

25 

^^ 

28 

111 

29 

112 

23 

99 

27 

108 

27 

97 

23 

100 

29 

110 

39 

135 

24 

93 

27 

111 

39 

112 

29 

112 

29 

112 

19 

9 

24 

45 

1 

136 

4 

12 
25 

22 
12 

8 
51 

\ 
30 
41 
29 
34 


57 

3 

65 

2 

51* 

3 

31 

1 

71 

2 

29 

5 

6o 

3 

39 

1 

52 

U 

51* 

3 

69 

2 

72 

2 

50 

4 

59 

3 

72 

2 

51 

4 

51 

4 

31 

1 

62 

3 

56 

3 
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Recipient    rate,    average  assistance  payment,    and  national  quintile    rank    for  selected  public   assistance  programs,    by  county, 

represents  Oie  hlghesC  fifth  and   •£>"  the  lof.esi  fifth,      a  '9'  was  used  to   indicate  either  that  the  State  had  no  program  or  that  there  nere  no 


June    1960 

recipients  In  the  county.} 


St  ate 
code 


County 


^0 

■il 

?6 

42 

■'t 

41 

36 

44 

36 

45 

36 

46 

36 

47 

36 

48 

36 

49 

36 

5G 

'6 

51 

36 

62 

36 

53 

3  6 

54 

36 

55 

36 

56 

36 

57 

36 

58 

36 

55 

36 

50 

Name 


Jefferson 

Knox 

Lake 

Lawrence 

Licking 

Logan 

Lorain 

Lucas 

Madison 

Mahoning 

Marion 

Medina 

Meigs 
Mercer 

Miami 
Monroe 

Montgomery 

Morgan 

Morrow 

Musking'jm 


OAA 


Beclplenc  rate     Average  payment 


Rate 


Quin- 
tile 


98 
139 

55 
251 
129 
154 

65 

82 
183 

73 
108 

78 
296 
105 

86 
215 

91 
231 
119 
154 


73 
95 
73 
73 
71 
77 
82 
77 
79 
70 
77 
87 
74 
78 
78 
68 
73 
90 
73 
77 


*jln- 
tlle 


AFDC 


Recipient  rate     | . Averase  payment 

per  person  per  ramlly 


17 
10 

5 
96 

6 
11 
15 
26 
13 

5 
22 

4 

27 
2 
10 
117 
24 
54 
17 
30 


Amount  I  ^J^- 


25 

25 
27 
29 
31 
27 
30 
29 
2U 
33 
28 
26 

23 

38 
25 
31 
28 
29 
2U 

27 


Amount     J"'"" 
tlle 


101 

98' 
105 
113 
117 
118 
117 
120 
102 
129 
109 
102 

83 
11*5 

98 
113 
118 
117 

91 
101 


APTD 


Recipient  rate   Average  payment 


Rate 


24 
28 

5 
147 
11 
23 
19 
33 
25 

6 
31 

7 

23 

13 

23 

182 

5 
147 

30 

58 


Silii- 
tlle 


69 
70 
70 
57 
66 
97 
80 
38 
66 
71* 
66 
60 
kk 
53 
77 
61 

65 
67 
63 
70 


OHIO 
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Recipient    rate,    average   assistance  payment,    and  national  quintile    rank    for  selected  public   assistance   programs,    by  county,    June    I960 
represents  Uie  highest;   n  rch  and  -b"  the  lowest  firth.      A  'g*  was  used  to  indicate  either  that  the  state  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In   the  county.) 


County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

Beclpler 

L  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Averagp 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

code 

Code 

Name 

Per  cerson 

Per  ranliy 

payment 

aate 

tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

»iln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

36 

61 

Noble 

190 

3 

84 

1 

44 

2 

£7 

3 

92 

3 

78 

2 

98 

' 

36 

62 

Ottawa 

50 

5 

61 

3 

0 

5 

24 

3 

121 

2 

10 

5 

56 

3 

36 

63 

Paulding 

155 

3 

74 

2 

4 

3 

21 

"t 

9lt 

3 

14 

5 

60 

3 

36 

64 

Perry 

148 

3 

65 

3 

48 

2 

28 

3 

103 

3 

66 

2 

65 

2 

36 

65 

Plckavay 

194 

3 

73 

2 

30 

3 

26 

3 

101 

3 

26 

4 

61. 

2 

36 

66 

Pike 

338 

2 

72 

2 

141 

1 

29 

3 

126 

2 

208 

1 

55 

3 

36 

67 

Portage 

90 

4 

6  9 

i 

12 

5 

31 

2 

135 

1 

11 

5 

76 

1 

36 

68 

Preble 

86 

5 

66 

3 

18 

4 

33 

2 

132 

1 

28 

4 

76 

1 

36 

69 

Putnam 

114 

4 

71 

2 

2 

5 

25 

3 

121* 

2 

10 

5 

58 

3 

36 

70 

Richland 

87 

5 

77 

2 

27 

3 

28 

3 

107 

3 

32 

4 

75 

2 

36 

71 

Ross 

189 

3 

77 

2 

47 

2 

23 

3 

115 

2 

49 

3 

61 

3 

36 

72 

SandusXy 

69 

5 

72 

2 

1 

5 

35 

1 

103 

3 

6 

5 

58 

3 

36 

73 

Scioto 

214 

2 

73 

2 

95 

1 

31 

2 

125 

2 

113 

1 

67. 

2 

36 

74 

Seneca 

96 

4 

76 

2 

9 

5 

21* 

3 

98 

3 

19 

5 

93 

1 

36 

75 

Shelby 

100 

4 

71 

2 

5 

5 

28 

3 

103 

3 

12 

5 

55 

3 

36 

76 

Stark 

81 

5 

77 

2 

14 

4 

30 

2 

120 

2 

18 

5 

78 

1 

36 

77 

SuBDnit 

70 

5 

74 

? 

17 

4 

28 

3 

115 

2 

16 

5 

99 

1 

36 

78 

Trumbull 

73 

5 

76 

2 

12 

5 

30 

2 

127 

2 

12 

5 

70 

2 

36 

79 

Tuscarawas 

103 

4 

70 

2 

8 

5 

24 

3 

89 

3 

14 

5 

58 

3 

36 

80 

Union 

166 

3 

75 

2 

11 

5 

2) 

3 

105 

3 

25 

4 

58 

3 
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Recipient    rate,    average   aasistance   payment,    and   national   quincile    rank    for  selected  public   assistance   programs,    by  county,    June    I960 

(iJlr.tlle   •!•  represents  the  hlgliesc   ri  fth  and   ■&"  the  lowest  fifth.      A  "9"  was  used   to  Indicate  either  that  tr.e  State  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In   the  county.) 


Count  y 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

Sc  ice 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payroenL 

Reclplen 

rate 

Average 

payment 

code 

Code 

Name 

per     erson 

Per   r.  nlly 

Rate 

»iln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quln- 
tlle 

Rate 

Quln- 
tlle 

Amount 

«uln- 
tlle 

Amount 

(juln- 
tile 

Rate 

*ln- 
tlle 

Amount 

auln- 
tlle 

36 

1 

81 

Van  Wert 

102 

4 

78 

1 

5 

5 

30 

2 

113 

2 

14 

5 

57 

3 

36 

82 

Vinton 

305 

2 

69 

2 

56 

1 

29 

3 

120 

2 

54 

3 

58 

3 

36 

83 

Warren 

146 

3 

71 

2 

19 

i+ 

26 

3 

106 

3 

24 

4 

68 

2 

36 

84 

Washington 

188 

J 

7b 

- 

11 

5 

23 

3 

107 

3 

32 

4 

52 

h 

36 

8^ 

Wayne 

75 

5 

70 

2 

6 

5 

32 

2 

122 

2 

11 

5 

57 

3 

36 

86 

WilLiams 

79 

5 

71 

2 

1 

5 

1*0 

1 

170 

1 

3 

5 

52 

U 

36 

87 

Wood 

88 

4 

74 

2 

4 

5 

33 

2 

l^) 

1 

9 

5 

52 

U 

36 

88 

Wyandot 

100 

4 

70 

2 

8 

5 

2k 

3 

91* 

3 

12 

5 

86 

1 
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Recipient    race,    sver.ge   assistance  payment,    and  national   quintile    rank    for  selected  public   assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    1960 
(Silntlle   .1.  represents  Qie  highest   firth  aha   •£■  the  lo»esl   fift.-..      A  .9-  was  usea   to   IhClcate  either  that  th.e  state  haa  ho  srofra:.  or  that  there  -ere  no  recipients  In   the  county.) 


State 

County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTO 

Beclpler. 

'-  rate 

Average 

"^aynent 

Feclpleht  rate 

Average 

paynent 

Reclplen 

rate 

Average 

Code 

Name 

payrent 

code 

per  tersor. 

per  r?  illy 

Eatc 

»;ln- 
tlle 

Ajnouht 

*ln- 
tlle 

Fate 

*lr,- 
tlle 

^■^lOunt 

iuln- 
tlle 

AF.OUh  t 

tne 

Rate 

»ilr^ 

tile 

Ajrouht 

Suln- 

tlle 

37 

1 

Adflir 

653 

1 

68 

2 

200 

30 

t 

105 

3 

212 

1 

77 

1 

37 

2 

Ali-alfa 

ISO 

3 

63 

3 

12 

5 

26 

;- 

110 

2 

41 

3 

70 

2 

37 

3 

Atoka 

623 

1 

70 

2 

160 

1 

3i 

^ 

lOo 

3 

247 

1 

81 

1 

37 

if 

Beaver 

185 

3 

o5 

3 

11 

5 

30 

2 

103 

3 

22 

1* 

73 

I 

37 

5 

Becltham 

411 

1 

69 

2 

o7 

1 

32 

2 

116 

2 

120 

1 

79 

1 

37 

6 

Blaine 

311 

2 

69 

2 

70 

1 

30 

2 

98 

3 

83 

2 

65 

2 

37 

7 

Bryan 

549 

1 

70 

i 

115 

1 

33 

- 

108 

5 

169 

1 

80 

1 

37 

8 

Caddo 

407 

1 

70 

2 

78 

1 

30 

2 

104 

3 

95 

2 

76 

1 

37 

0 

Canadian 

217 

2 

64 

3 

25 

3 

29 

3 

111 

2 

32 

4 

73 

2 

37 

10 

Carter 

422 

1 

56 

3 

84 

1 

31 

2 

110 

2 

102 

2 

75 

2 

17 

11 

Cherokee 

526 

1 

59 

2 

141 

1 

31 

I 

102 

3 

125 

1 

79 

1 

37 

12 

Choctaw 

637 

1 

70 

2 

196 

1 

31 

2 

114 

2 

291 

1 

80 

1 

37 

13 

Cimarron 

160 

3 

70 

2 

9 

5 

28 

3 

82 

4 

\ 

5 

77 

1 

37 

14 

Cleveland 

191 

3 

67 

t- 

15 

^ 

32 

2 

105 

3 

31 

4 

72 

2 

37 

15 

Coal 

598 

1 

66 

3 

119 

1 

30 

2 

99 

3 

243 

1 

78 

1 

37 

16 

Comanche 

300 

2 

65 

3 

25 

3 

30 

2 

111 

2 

22 

4 

74 

2 

37 

17 

Cotton 

404 

1 

67 

2 

52 

2 

30 

2 

112 

2 

61 

3 

63 

2 

37 

18 

Craig 

355 

2 

67 

2 

45 

2 

34 

2 

113 

2 

116 

1 

82 

1 

37 

IQ 

Creek 

396 

1 

66 

3 

61 

1 

29 

3 

103 

3 

102 

2 

74 

2 

37 

20 

Custer 

281 

2 

68 

2 

45 

2 

31 

2 

110 

2 

60 

3 

75 

2 
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OKLAHOMA 
Recipient    rate,    average    assistance  payment,    and  national   quintile    rank    for  selected  public   assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    1960 

represencs  the  highest   fifth  and   "&"  the  lowest   fifth,      a  "9*  was  used  to   Indicate  either  that  tr.e  state  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In  ttie  county.) 


St  ate 
code 


^  7 

2? 

'7 

23 

--7 

24 

37 

25 

37 

25 

37 

27 

37 

26 

37 

22 

37 

3  0 

37 

31 

37 

^  / 

3  7 

3  3 

37 

3^ 

37 

3b 

37 

36 

37 

37 

37 

i>- 

37 

^  *? 

37 

U 

County 


Na 


Delaware 

Dewey 

Ellis 

Garfield 

Garvin 

Grady 

Grant 

Greer 

Harmon 

Harper 

Haskell 

Hughes 

Jackson 

Jefferson 

Johnston 

Kay 

Kingfisher 

Kiowa 

Ifltimer 

LsFlore 


OAA 


Recipient  race 


535 
291 
209 
212 

4itl 

412 
158 
436 
427 
193 
662 
570 
370 
472 
635 
248 
181 
364 
568 
585 


l^ln- 
tlle 


Average  payment 


68 
67 
70 
61 
70 
69 
62 
67 
67 
68 
69 
68 
67 
70 
68 
64 
67 
66 
66 
65 


AFDC 


Recipient  rate 


Rate 


156 

12 

12 

19 

60 

63 

6 

86 

75 

9 

125 

94 

32 

85 

139 

26 

29 

73 

138 

126 


quln- 
tne 


Her  person 


Average  payment 

per  rajplly 


32 
30 
39 
29 
33 
30 
30 
29 
33 
26 
33 
30 
29 
33 
31 
30 
31 
32 
32 
30 


tile 


1  14 

83 

91 

110 

1  16 

103 

95 

99 

131 

68 

107 

95 

100 

128 

108 

110 

103 

107 

108 

104 


Quin- 
tile 


APTD 


Recipient  rate 


Rate 


247 

64 
44 
27 
71 
102 

19 

132 
168 

19 

217 

154 

30 

172 

202 

39 

35 

101 

222 

201 


Oiln- 
tlle 


1 
2 
3 

4 

2 
2 

5 

1 
1 

5 

1 
1 

4 
1 
1 
3 
4 
2 
1 
1 


Average  payment 


82 

80 
79 
75 
75 
74 
70 
7b 
72 
62 
79 
74 
80 
78 
79 
72 
68 
82 
85 
73 


3uln- 
tlle 


OKLAHOMA 
Recipient    rate,    average   assistance  payment,    and   national   quintile    rank   for  sele. 

ilntlle   ■!■  represents  the  highest  fifth  and  "5"   the  lowest  fifth.      A  "9"  was  used  to  InJlcace  either  tha' 
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ted  public   assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    I960 

t  the  state  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In   the  county. 


State 

County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

Recipient,  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Beclplen 

t  rate 

Averag 

Code 

Name 

payment 

code 

per    lerson 

Per  family 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

Qum- 

tue 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

QJln- 

tlle 

Amount 

CJiln- 
tllc 

" 

41 

Lincoln 

411 

1 

68 

2 

70 

31 

2 

110 

2 

100 

2 

77 

1 

?7 

42 

Logan 

319 

2 

66 

3 

9b 

30 

2 

107 

3 

89 

2 

74 

2 

37 

4  3 

Love 

511 

1 

70 

2 

7b 

31 

^ 

108 

3 

159 

1 

82 

1 

37 

44 

McClain 

453 

1 

69 

2 

52 

29 

3 

111 

2 

96 

2 

76 

1 

37 

45 

McCurtfli n 

681 

1 

70 

2 

178 

30 

2 

106 

3 

241 

I 

78 

1 

37 

46 

Mcintosh 

585 

1 

73 

2 

158 

31 

2 

105 

3 

203 

] 

75 

2 

37 

47 

Major 

243 

2 

66 

5 

15 

32 

2 

106 

3 

37 

4 

58 

3 

37 

48 

Marshall 

509 

1 

69 

2 

73 

31 

. 

120 

2 

163 

1 

73 

2 

37 

49 

Mayes 

450 

1 

69 

2 

83 

32 

2 

115 

2 

95 

2 

80 

1 

37 

50 

Murray 

466 

1 

69 

2 

121 

33 

2 

113 

2 

219 

1 

79 

1 

37 

51 

Muskogee 

406 

1 

66 

3 

107 

31 

2 

110 

2 

98 

2 

77 

1 

37 

52 

Hoble 

248 

2 

65 

3 

15 

35 

1 

92 

3 

54 

3 

73 

2 

37 

53 

Nowata 

374 

1 

66 

3 

55 

29 

3 

98 

3 

63 

2 

76 

1 

37 

54 

Okfuskee 

541 

1 

67 

2 

94 

27 

3 

94 

3 

171 

1 

69 

2 

3  7 

55 

Oklahoma 

233 

2 

65 

3 

43 

32 

2 

122 

2 

40 

3 

76 

1 

37 

56 

Okmulgee 

410 

1 

65 

3 

99 

29 

3 

105 

3 

129 

1 

74 

2 

37 

57 

Osage 

363 

1 

64 

3 

23 

30 

2 

108 

3 

45 

3 

77 

1 

37 

58 

Ottawa 

420 

1 

64 

3 

43 

30 

2 

112 

2 

132 

1 

75 

2 

37 

59 

Pawnee 

348 

2 

66 

3 

55 

32 

2 

104 

3 

75 

2 

74 

2 

37 

60 

Bayne 

277 

2 

67 

2 

33 

30 

2 

105 

3 

26 

4 

72 

2 
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OKLAHOMA 
Recipient    rate,    average   assistance  payment,    and  national  quintile    rank   for  selected  public   assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    1960 

re::reser.t5  tr.e  tilghesc   firth  and   'b'  the  lowest   fifth.      A  "9"  was  used   to  indicate  either  chat  the  State  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In  tbe  county.) 


County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

Recipient  rate 

Average  pajmenl 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient 

rate 

Average 

code 

Code 

Name 

Per     erson     1 

per  r,  nlly 

Bate 

«iln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

9uln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

»iln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

37 

61 

Pittsb-JTg 

491 

1 

66 

3 

120 

1 

31 

2 

114 

2 

153 

1 

76 

1 

37 

62 

Pontotoc 

463 

1 

67 

2 

54 

2 

31 

2 

101 

3 

HI 

1 

76 

1 

37 

63 

Pottawatomie 

394 

1 

67 

2 

47 

2 

32 

2 

108 

3 

100 

2 

76 

1 

37 

64 

Pushmiataha 

604 

1 

70 

2 

132 

1 

31 

2 

106 

3 

185 

1 

74 

2 

37 

65 

Roger  Mills 

367 

1 

71 

2 

49 

2 

30 

2 

95 

3 

76 

2 

77 

1 

37 

66 

Rogers 

420 

1 

69 

2 

57 

1 

33 

L. 

117 

2 

84 

2 

77 

1 

37 

67 

Seminole 

473 

1 

69 

2 

124 

1 

32 

2 

114 

2 

137 

1 

BZ 

1 

37 

68 

Sequoyah 

666 

1 

69 

2 

200 

1 

32 

2 

114 

2 

239 

1 

82 

1 

37 

69 

Stephens 

431 

1 

69 

2 

34 

2 

30 

2 

105 

3 

53 

3 

76 

1 

37 

70 

Texas 

151 

3 

65 

3 

12 

5 

31 

2 

107 

3 

16 

5 

66 

2 

37 

71 

Tillmnn 

352 

2 

69 

2 

74 

1 

30 

2 

111 

2 

112 

1 

75 

2 

37 

72 

Tulsa 

229 

2 

64 

3 

43 

2 

31 

2 

120 

2 

39 

3 

77 

1 

37 

73 

Wagoner 

512 

1 

69 

2 

144 

1 

31 

C 

109 

2 

104 

2 

76 

1 

37 

74 

Washington 

204 

3 

63 

3 

14 

4 

29 

3 

103 

3 

29 

4 

63 

2 

37 

75 

Washita 

253 

2 

67 

2 

15 

4 

31 

2 

93 

3 

33 

4 

65 

2 

37 

76 

Woods 

197 

3 

64 

3 

21 

4 

32 

2 

97 

3 

42 

3 

62 

3 

37 

77 

Woodward 

198 

3 

65 

3 

19 

4 

31 

2 



106 

3 

33 

4 

83 

1 

OREGON  129 

Recipient    rate,    average   assistance  payment,    and  national   quintiie    rank    for  selected  public   assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    I960 
represents  Lhe  hIe^esc    rirth  and   -5-  the  lowest   rifu-..      a  -9  •  was  used  to  Indicate  either  that  tr,e  State  had  ho  program  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In   the  county.) 


Count  y 


Name 


Recipient  rate     Average  payment 


Bate 


pin- 
nae 


Quln- 
I  tile 


Recipient  rate 


juln- 
tlle 


Averagp   paymer. 


iu  1  n- 
tlle 


Tajilly 


Recipient  rate        Average  paiinen 


^ir.- 


„^   ,-       jLJln- 
-""■■-       tile 


b 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 


13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

10 

20 

Baker 

Benton 

Clackanias 

Clatsop 

Columella 

Coos 

Crook 

Curry 

Deschutes 

Douglas 

Gilliam 

Grant 

Harney 
Hood  River 

Jackson 

Jefferson 

Josephine 

Klamath 

Lake 

lane 


129 
51 
75 
32 
92 

110 

101 
79 
86 
99 
87 

112 
82 
56 
93 
65 

129 
84 
80 
81 


7b 
74 
77 
73 
67 
75 
64 
57 
86 
71 
72 
79 
68 
84 
70 
73 
76 
65 
71 
79 


15 

19 
23 
2  5 
26 
24 
11 

13 
15 
13 

1    T 

20 
1  1 
34 
21 


35 
il 
35 
33 


40 
■♦O 
39 
35 
38 
40 
3"^ 
34 
31 
38 
35 
3b 
31 
39 


126 
121 

1  3j 

112 

96 

1  34 
148 
120 
123 
121 
170 
1  36 
123 
133 
108 
170 
1  3  2 
13  2 

1  17 
1  41 


64 

11 
34 

63 
56 

51 
^7 

26 
42 
57 
12 


11 

80 
30 
54 


8b 
7b 
7i 
80 

oO 
o3 
9  2 
85 


81 

7  :, 
61 
71 
77 
83 

8  3 


130 


ORHWH 
Recipient    rate,    average  assistance  payment,    and  national  qulntlle    rank   for  selected  public  assistance  prograas,    by  county,    June    1960 

represenLs   Lhe  highest   n  fUi  aiij    "5"  the  lowest  fifth.      A  "9"  was  used  to  Indicate  either  that  th.e  state  had  no  program  or  that  tfiere  were  no  recipients  In  Che  coun17.) 


State 
code 


?8 
38 
38 
38 
38 
38 
36 
28 
38 
38 
38 
38 
38 
38 
38 


21 
22 
23 
2i 
25 
26 
27 
28 

2<; 

30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
35 


Count  y 


Name 


Llncbln 

Linn 

Malheur 

Marion 

Morrow 

Multnomah 

Polk 

Sherman 

Tillamook 

Umatilla 

Union 

Wallowa 

Wasco 

Washington 

Wheeler 

Yamhill 


OAA 


Recipient  rate 


ate 


9Q 

101 

107 

Bif 

98 

97 

111 

71 

61 

92 

111 

133 

.97 

70 
129 
112 


Quln- 
tlle 


Average  payment 


73 
82 
81 
75 
79 
73 
75 
91 
73 
73 
80 
Tt 
77 

73 
77 
73 


Quln- 
tlle 


AITK 


Recipient  rate 


22 
25 
20 
29 
lb 
36 
18 
12 
17 
30 
11 
6 
12 
14 
2^ 
27 


per  person 


Average  payment 

per  family 


36 
33 

30 
37 
35 
40 
31 
49 
31 
33 
32 
51 
34 

35 
41 

34 


QulD- 
tlle 


Quln- 
tlle 


124 
123 
129 
134 
117 
145 
1  13 
186 
122 
125 
98 
155 
107 

127 
151 
121 


APTD 


Recipient  rate 


DilD- 

tlle 


46 
58 
42 
46 

36 

72 
48 

23 

21 
66 
37 
29 
36 

29 

13 

52 


Average  payment 


73 
83 
76 
79 
76 
84 
78 
36 
59 
76 
79 
79 
81 

88 
98 
79 


Quln- 
tue 


PEKNSILVAHIA 

Recipient    rate,    average    assistance   payment,    and   national   quintile    rank    for   selected   public    assistance   programs,    by   county,    June    1960 
(Silntlle  -l"  represents  tf.e  nishesc  ri  rtn  ana  -s-  tte  lowest  rirui.      j  -9  ■  was  used  to  Indicate  either  ttiat  the  state  Bad  no  prosrai.  or  tnat  tnere  were  no  recipients  In  tne  countj.) 
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County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

Reciplen 

t  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Averagp 

payment 

Recipient 

rate 

Average 

code 

Code 

Name 

per  terson 

Per  family 

payment 

Rate 

»Jln- 
clle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

'kin- 
dle 

Ajr.ount 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

tjjln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

39 

1 

AdBJQS 

itO 

5 

66 

3 

25 

3 

25 

3 

1  11 

2 

24 

4 

52 

4 

39 

2 

Allegheny 

47 

5 

66 

2 

43 

2 

34 

2 

127 

2 

20 

5 

66 

2 

39 

3 

Armstrong 

39 

5 

ib 

3 

41 

2 

28 

3 

115 

2 

34 

4 

52 

4 

39 

it 

Beaver 

22 

5 

65 

3 

20 

4 

31 

2 

122 

2 

12 

5 

59 

3 

39 

5 

Bedford 

92 

4 

53 

3 

53 

2 

29 

3 

1  10 

2 

68 

2 

51 

4 

39 

5 

Berks 

34 

5 

53 

3 

18 

4 

29 

3 

115 

2 

20 

5 

57 

3 

39 

7 

Blair 

46 

5 

59 

2 

37 

2 

29 

3 

119 

2 

26 

4 

57 

3 

39 

8 

Bradford 

82 

5 

67 

2 

44 

2 

31 

2 

129 

2 

24 

4 

55 

3 

39 

9 

Bucks 

16 

i 

54 

3 

:> 

5 

30 

2 

121 

2 

2 

5 

51 

3 

39 

10 

Butler 

36 

5 

69 

2 

15 

4 

29 

3 

123 

2 

12 

5 

53 

4 

39 

11 

Carateia 

45 

5 

61 

3 

47 

2 

31 

■^ 

121 

2 

36 

4 

52 

4 

39 

12 

Cajneron 

46 

5 

6  7 

2 

22 

3 

30 

2 

1  15 

2 

30 

4 

55 

3 

39 

13 

Carbon 

2b 

b 

59 

3 

21 

4 

29 

3 

109 

2 

31 

4 

52 

4 

39 

14 

Centre 

50 

5 

59 

3 

25 

3 

26 

3 

107 

3 

16 

5 

49 

4 

39 

15 

Chester 

26 

5 

58 

2 

19 

4 

29 

3 

130 

2 

10 

5 

59 

3 

39 

16 

C larion 

45 

5 

58 

3 

40 

2 

28 

3 

117 

2 

29 

4 

48 

4 

39 

17 

Clearfield 

64 

5 

55 

3 

57 

1 

29 

3 

117 

2 

54 

2 

51 

4 

39 

18 

Clinton 

59 

5 

63 

3 

34 

2 

28 

3 

117 

2 

28 

4 

60 

3 

39 

19 

Columbia 

49 

5 

72 

2 

23 

3 

31 

2 

115 

2 

22 

4 

55 

3 

39 

20 

Crawford 

50 

5 

62 

3 

33 

2 

28 

3 

121 

2 

32 

4 

55 

3 

39 

21 

Cumberland 

28 

5 

63 

3 

11 

5 

27 

3 

1  13 

2 

11 

5 

49 

4 

39 

22 

Dauphin 

31 

5 

64 

3 

38 

2 

30 

2 

124 

2 

18 

5 

58 

3 
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Recipient    rate,    average   assistance   payment,    and 

represer-.5  the  highest  r;  f th  and   -i."  the  lowest  nrih,.      a 


PENHSYLVANIA 

ional    quintile    rank    for  selected  public   assistance   programs,    by   county,    June    I960 

'  was  used  to  Indicate  either  that  tr.e  state  had  no  program  or  that  Uiere  were  no  recipients  In  tbe  county.) 


County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

Recipient  race 

Average  payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Beclplen 

rate 

Average 

code 

Code 

Name 

Per    lerson     1 

Per  fully     I 

payment 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

Quln- 
tne 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

*iln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

3  7 

2  3 

DelawBjre 

20 

5 

73 

2 

IB 

H 

30 

2 

123 

2 

7 

5 

66 

2 

-9 

2" 

EUt 

26 

5 

51 

- 

14 

4 

23 

4 

93 

3 

12 

5 

45 

5 

--S 

25 

Erie 

i*\ 

5 

b  6 

■-' 

28 

3 

31 

2 

124 

2 

12 

5 

62 

3 

nc 

26 

Fayette 

5- 

5 

61 

3 

101 

1 

3  1 

2 

123 

2 

64 

2 

56 

3 

39 

2- 

Forest 

30 

h 

<»9 

^ 

lit 

4 

24 

3 

109 

2 

13 

5 

60 

3 

*9 

28 

Franklin 

28 

5 

61 

? 

2  0 

4 

27 

^ 

113 

2 

16 

s 

53 

4 

"^9 

29 

Fulton 

83 

5 

60 

3 

6  3 

1 

29 

3 

123 

2 

84 

2 

52 

4 

39 

30 

Greene 

56 

60 

3 

78 

1 

29 

3 

125 

2 

45 

3 

56 

3 

39 

31 

Huntingdon 

82 

5 

6'* 

3 

t)7 

1 

33 

2 

131 

2 

50 

3 

54 

3 

39 

32 

Indiana 

59 

5 

63 

3 

68 

1 

29 

3 

125 

2 

65 

2 

55 

3 

35 

33 

Jefferson 

60 

3 

06 

3 

"•O 

2 

29 

3 

1  17 

2 

43 

3 

57 

3 

39 

Su 

J'aniata 

70 

3 

60 

3 

37 

2 

27 

3 

121 

2 

66 

2 

50 

4 

3  5 

3; 

Lackavranna 

71 

3 

68 

' 

55 

1 

32 

2 

124 

2 

71 

2 

58 

3 

5  ? 

36 

Lancaster 

28 

5 

69 

2 

14 

4 

29 

3 

116 

2 

12 

5 

62 

3 

•3   ^ 

37 

Lawrence 

35 

5 

68 

2 

24 

3 

29 

3 

110 

2 

17 

5 

52 

4 

■iC 

^  p 

Lebanon 

22 

5 

65 

3 

10 

5 

27 

3 

111 

2 

10 

c, 

55 

3 

■9 

--- 

Lehigh 

22 

5 

69 

2 

7 

5 

27 

3 

99 

3 

7 

5 

56 

3 

■39 

-" 

Lazeme 

59 

& 

65 

3 

55 

1 

31 

2 

124 

2 

72 

2 

58 

3 

39 

^: 

Lycoming 

56 

5 

J56 

3 

36 

2 

29 

3 

108 

3 

16 

5 

61 

3 

39 

u'/_ 

McKean 

*9 

5 

62 

3 

hi 

2 

32 

2 

126 

2 

21 

5 

60 

3 

3  9 

'-; 

Mercer 

33 

5 

63 

3 

2v 

3 

30 

2 

117 

2 

13 

5 

58 

3 

39 

i.^ 

Mifflin 

62 

5 

62 

3 

47 

2 

:ii 

2 

122 

2 

40 

3 

59 

3 

PEHHSYLVANIA 
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Recipient    rate,    average   assisCance   payment,    and 
'  represents  Lhe  tilghesc   firm  and   "s*  the  lowest   fifth,      a 


national   quintile   rank   for  selected  public   assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    I960 

•9«  was  used  to   Indicate  eltner  that  the  state  had  no  program  or  Oiat  there  were  no  recipients  m   the  county.) 


County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

Recipient  rate 

Averase 

;ayrer.t 

Recipient  rate 

Avr-7-,.-P 

:a:r^e-t 

Pecuien 

u  rate 

Averag 

Code 

Name 

payrent 

code 

Rate 

Qjln- 
tlle 

Aaount 

;jlr.- 
tne 

Rate 

Jiln- 
tue 

A,~0'^".-- 

I'.i" 

..-:--: 

;;:e 

:~-at£ 

»ilt^ 

tile 

A-tc  ■,:.".  t 

^In- 
ttle 

39 

".5 

Monroe 

43 

3 

G  4 

3 

22 

3 

27 

3 

99 

3 

25 

4 

55 

3 

39 

46 

Montgomery 

16 

5 

70 

2 

7 

R 

29 

3 

111 

2 

8 

5 

65 

2 

39 

Ul 

Montour 

51 

5 

57 

3 

21 

4 

3  0 

2 

113 

2 

18 

5 

50 

4 

39 

48 

Northampton 

25 

5 

64 

3 

21 

4 

2  8 

3 

105 

3 

11 

5 

55 

3 

39 

49 

Northumberland 

59 

5 

63 

3 

40 

2 

31 

2 

119 

2 

50 

3 

59 

3 

39 

50 

Perry 

62 

5 

69 

2 

37 

2 

27 

3 

118 

2 

42 

3 

59 

3 

39 

61 

Philadelphia 

57 

5 

75 

2 

66 

1 

32 

2 

131 

2 

42 

3 

66 

2 

39 

52 

Pike 

42 

5 

67 

2 

8 

5 

28 

3 

109 

2 

8 

5 

67 

2 

39 

53 

Potter 

99 

" 

58 

3 

49 

2 

30 

2 

120 

2 

41 

3 

48 

4 

39 

54 

SchjyUiill 

61 

5 

64 

3 

45 

2 

31 

2 

119 

2 

54 

3 

57 

3 

39 

55 

Snyder 

85 

i 

76 

2 

21 

i* 

28 

5 

115 

^ 

26 

4 

65 

2 

39 

56 

Somerset 

66 

5 

61 

3 

63 

1 

29 

3 

112 

2 

87 

2 

53 

4 

39 

57 

Sullivan 

99 

4 

61 

3 

41 

2 

24 

3 

107 

3 

76 

2 

55 

3 

39 

58 

Susquehanna 

81 

5 

67 

2 

49 

2 

27 

3 

118 

2 

76 

2 

53 

4 

39 

59 

Tioga 

90 

4 

66 

3 

35 

2 

29 

3 

100 

3 

29 

4 

55 

3 

39 

6C 

Union 

77 

5 

74 

2 

28 

3 

26 

3 

112 

2 

22 

4 

62 

3 

39 

61 

Venango 

41 

5 

59 

2 

26 

3 

32 

2 

uo 

2 

22 

4 

64 

2 

39 

52 

Warren 

9 

5 

54 

4 

15 

4 

29 

3 

128 

2 

2 

5 

96 

1 

39 

63 

Washington 

38 

5 

61 

3 

45 

2 

30 

2 

116 

2 

23 

4 

56 

3 

39 

64 

Wayne 

63 

5 

74 

2 

16 

4 

26 

3 

108 

3 

23 

4 

57 

3 

39 

65 

Westmoreland 

33 

5 

59 

3 

29 

3 

30 

2 

113 

2 

20 

5 

55 

3 

39 

66 

Wyoming 

110 

4 

70 

2 

51 

2 

27 

3 

125 

2 

32 

4 

61 

3 

39 

67 

York 

23 

5 

61 

3 

21 

4 

28 

3 

108 

3 

13 

5 

55 

3 

134  RHODE  ISLAHD 

Recipient    rate,    average   assistance  payment,    and  national  quintiie    rank   for  selected  public   assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    I960 

(^Incile   •!•  represents  Uie  highest  TlTth  and   "5"  the  lowest  firth.      A  "9  ■  was  used  Co  Indicate  either  that  the  State  had  no  program  or  that  there  nere  no  recipients  in  the  county.) 


County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

parent 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

code 

Codj 

Name 

t'er     erson 

Per  f  mlly 

Rate 

«iln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tiie 

Rate 

Sulii- 
tllc 

Amount 

ftuln- 

tnc 

Amount 

9uln- 
tlle 

Rate 

^ID- 

tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tiie 

4  I 

1 

Bristol 

40 

5 

73 

2 

12 

5 

34 

2 

127 

2 

14 

5 

75 

2 

40 

2 

Kent 

57 

5 

84 

1 

15 

4 

36 

1 

129 

2 

20 

5 

80 

1 

it-0 

3 

Hevport 

78 

5 

93 

1 

26 

3 

33 

2 

124 

2 

27 

4 

87 

1 

iO 

4 

Providence 

80 

5 

75 

2 

57 

1 

36 

1 

132 

1 

77 

2 

84 

1 

4 " 

; 

Washington 

70 

5 

89 

1 

18 

4 

29 

3 

108 

3 

20 

5 

79 

1 

SOUTH  CAROLINA 
Recipient    rate,    «er.ge   assistance  payment,    and  national   quintile    rank    for   selected  public   assistance   programs,    by  county,    June    1960 

(*I.tlle    -l-  represents  the  highest   firth  .M   -s-  the  lowest   ri  rt.h.      A  .9-  was  .sea   to   Ihllcate  either  Cat  tr.e  state  hM  ho  proErai,  or  that  there  were  ho  reclplehts  Ih  the  couhty. 
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State 

County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Feclpleht  rate 

Average 

payment 

P.eclplen 

rate 

Average 

Code 

Name 

payment 

code 

per  nerson 

Per  family  1 

Rate 

guln- 
tllc 

Amouht 

Quin- 
tile 

Race 

Qulh- 
tlle 

Amount 

Qulh- 
tllc 

Apiouht 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

SJlr,- 

tlle 

Amount 

Qulri- 
tlle 

41 

1 

Abbeville 

258 

2 

44 

5 

35 

2 

15 

t. 

59 

5 

87 

2 

45 

4 

41 

2 

Alien 

264 

2 

46 

5 

43 

2 

16 

5 

65 

5 

70 

2 

51 

4 

41 

3 

Allendale 

356 

2 

39 

5 

20 

4 

14 

5 

46 

5 

122 

1 

40 

5 

41 

4 

Anderson 

210 

3 

42 

5 

20 

4 

14 

i 

58 

5 

53 

3 

51 

4 

41 

5 

Bamberg 

303 

2 

46 

5 

42 

2 

15 

5 

56 

c; 

101 

2 

40 

5 

41 

5 

Barnwell 

453 

1 

49 

4 

24 

3 

15 

5 

57 

5 

113 

1 

53 

^ 

41 

7 

Beaufort 

191 

3 

34 

5 

16 

4 

12 

t. 

51 

5 

51 

3 

4C 

5 

41 

8 

Berkeley 

186 

3 

36 

5 

11 

5 

14 

5 

56 

5 

35 

4 

36 

5 

41 

9 

Calhoun 

353 

2 

37 

5 

53 

2 

12 

5 

50 

5 

106 

2 

35 

C 

41 

10 

Charleston 

139 

3 

43 

5 

18 

4 

14 

5 

60 

5 

54 

3 

43 

4 

41 

11 

Cherokee 

219 

2 

40 

5 

18 

4 

16 

5 

60 

5 

57 

3 

46 

tf 

41 

12 

Chester 

220 

2 

43 

5 

32 

3 

15 

5 

54 

5 

68 

2 

41 

5 

41 

13 

Chesterfield 

283 

2 

49 

4 

50 

2 

15 

5 

60 

5 

117 

1 

53 

A 

41 

14 

Clarendon 

246 

2 

41 

5 

26 

3 

17 

5 

69 

5 

57 

2 

49 

4 

41 

15 

Colleton 

273 

2 

44 

5 

63 

1 

15 

5 

63 

5 

171 

1 

48 

'+ 

41 

16 

Darlington 

246 

2 

44 

5 

37 

2 

14 

5 

60 

5 

89 

2 

47 

4 

41 

17 

DiUon 

287 

2 

44 

5 

43 

2 

15 

5 

61 

5 

99 

2 

-+5 

5 

41 

18 

Dorchester 

161 

3 

43 

5 

15 

4 

14 

5 

54 

5 

51 

3 

tl 

5 
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Recipient    rate,    average   assistance   payment,    and   national   quintile    rank   for  selected   public   assistance   prograojs,    by  county,    June    i960 

presents  the  highest   fl  rcti  and   "5'  the  lowest  f  1  fUi.      A  "Q"  was  used  to  Indicate  either  that  U-.e  State  had  no  program  or   that   there  were  no  recipients  In   the  county.] 


Count  y 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

Recipient  rate 

Average  parent 

Beclplen 

rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

code 

Code 

Name 

Per  1  erson 

Per  f  mils 

Hate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Bate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

Oiln- 
tUe 

Amount 

Quln- 
tile 

4  1 

1  = 

Edgefield 

265 

2 

39 

5 

40 

2 

14 

5 

62 

5 

92 

2 

45 

5 

&1 

2^ 

Fairfield 

270 

2 

39 

5 

33 

2 

14 

c 

59 

5 

71 

2 

47 

4 

i^l 

21 

Florence 

200 

3 

41 

5 

33 

2 

16 

5 

61 

5 

72 

2 

46 

t* 

41 

22 

Georgetovm 

2  56 

2 

38 

5 

40 

2 

14 

5 

60 

5 

79 

2 

39 

5 

41 

23 

Gi-eenvllle 

153 

3 

41 

5 

23 

3 

15 

5 

63 

5 

34 

4 

47 

u 

41 

24 

Greenwood 

233 

2 

41 

b 

18 

4 

15 

5 

53 

5 

47 

3 

44 

5 

41 

2!) 

Hampton 

308 

2 

41 

5 

73 

1 

14 

R 

56 

5 

147 

1 

46 

i* 

41 

26 

Horry 

170 

3 

49 

^4 

42 

2 

14 

5 

64 

5 

46 

3 

55 

3 

41 

27 

Jasper 

'.48 

i 

46 

5 

86 

1 

15 

5 

64 

5 

186 

1 

50 

4 

41 

26 

Kershaw 

215 

2 

43 

5 

27 

3 

14 

t 

60 

5 

55 

3 

42 

5 

4  1 

2Q 

Lancaster 

238 

2 

39 

5 

24 

3 

15 

5 

55 

5 

45 

3 

37 

5 

41 

?  "' 

Laurens 

273 

2 

44 

5 

26 

3 

14 

5 

58 

5 

72 

2 

47 

4 

41 

?1 

Lee 

279 

2 

37 

5 

41 

2 

14 

5 

54 

5 

83 

2 

40 

5 

41 

32 

Lexington 

156 

3 

40 

5 

1  3 

5 

15 

5 

59 

5 

41 

3 

48 

4 

41 

33 

McCormidc 

351 

2 

42 

t. 

42 

2 

14 

5 

68 

5 

84 

2 

47 

4 

41 

34 

[•larion 

233 

2 

43 

^ 

41 

2 

15 

5 

57 

5 

87 

2 

44 

5 

41 

■^  c 

I-larlboro 

263 

2 

39 

5 

54 

2 

15 

5 

66 

5 

133 

1 

48 

4 

41 

36 

Newberry 

210 

3 

42 

5 

27 

3 

15 

5 

55 

5 

75 

2 

47 

4 

SOUTH  CAROLINA 


137 


Recipient    rate,    average   asalstuice  payment,    and  national  quintiie    rank   for  selected  public   assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    I960 

(*Jlntlle    ■!•  represents  Uie  highest  fifth  and   "S"  the  lowest  flfUi.      A  '9*  was  used  to  Indicate  cither  that  the  State  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In   the  county.) 


St  Bte 

County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

Recipient  race 

Average 

payment 

Reclplenc  race 

Average 

pajmenc 

Recipient  rate 

Averag 

Codt 

Name 

payment 

code 

^er  ferson 

per  rsmlly 

Race 

»iln- 

tlle 

Ainounc 

Quln- 
Clle 

Race 

Quln- 
dlc 

Ajnounc 

Quin- 
Clle 

AnouDC 

auln- 
tlle 

Rate 

^In- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quln- 
tlle 

41 

37 

Oconee 

295 

2 

43 

5 

53 

2 

15 

5 

60 

3 

71 

2 

50 

4 

41 

38 

Orangeburg 

296 

2 

43 

5 

32 

3 

13 

5 

47 

5 

94 

2 

43 

5 

41 

39 

Pickens 

198 

3 

45 

5 

27 

3 

lo 

5 

62 

5 

53 

3 

43 

5 

41 

40 

Richland 

144 

3 

47 

4 

34 

2 

15 

5 

71 

4 

39 

3 

51 

4 

41 

41 

Saluda 

250 

2 

37 

5 

24 

3 

16 

5 

69 

5 

90 

2 

40 

5 

41 

42 

Spartanburg 

199 

3 

43 

4 

30 

3 

15 

5 

63 

5 

62 

3 

53 

4 

41 

43 

Sumter 

209 

3 

43 

5 

21 

4 

16 

5 

66 

5 

49 

3 

53 

4 

41 

44 

Union 

199 

3 

40 

5 

27 

3 

13 

5 

56 

5 

73 

2 

42 

5 

41 

45 

Williamsburg 

290 

2 

42 

5 

33 

2 

15 

t. 

61 

5 

99 

2 

41 

5 

41 

46 

York 

168 

3 

46 

5 

2a 

3 

15 

5 

60 

5 

51 

3 

54 

3 

(38  SOlfTH  DAKOTA 

Recipient    rate,    average  assistance  payment,    and  national  quintile    rank    for  selec 

(^!n:ile   "l"  represents  Lhe  highest  fifth  and   "5"   the  lowest  fifth.      A  *9'  was  used   to  Indicate  either  that 


ted  public   assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    I960 

the  State  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In   the  county.) 


County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Averagp 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

code 

Code 

Name 

Per  1  erson 

"~Pcr  f  Blly 

Bate 

(Jiln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quln- 
tuc 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

ailD- 

tlle 

Amount 

*iln- 
tlle 

42 

1 

Aurora 

153 

3 

66 

3 

7 

5 

27 

3 

109 

2 

9 

5 

34 

5 

'»2 

2 

Beadle 

124 

4 

5  9 

3 

23 

3 

31 

^ 

111 

2 

36 

4 

73 

2 

i2 

3 

Bennett 

210 

3 

55 

4 

127 

1 

31 

2 

94 

3 

105 

2 

59 

3 

^2 

4 

Bon  Honnne 

138 

3 

57 

3 

13 

5 

30 

2 

91 

3 

35 

4 

55 

3 

^2 

5 

Brookings 

85 

5 

65 

3 

12 

5 

28 

3 

105 

3 

27 

4 

76 

1 

42 

5 

Brovn 

116 

4 

63 

3 

30 

3 

33 

2 

125 

2 

39 

3 

64 

2 

42 

7 

Brule 

111 

4 

58 

2 

26 

3 

34 

2 

118 

2 

16 

5 

51 

4 

42 

8 

Buffalo 

186 

3 

82 

1 

175 

1 

29 

3 

97 

3 

H 

5 

32 

5 

42 

9 

Butte 

140 

3 

55 

3 

40 

2 

29 

3 

99 

3 

58 

3 

57 

3 

42 

10 

Caaiptiell 

158 

3 

60 

3 

20 

4 

35 

1 

102 

3 

39 

3 

60 

3 

42 

11 

Charles  Mix 

178 

3 

54 

4 

53 

1 

31 

2 

88 

3 

85 

2 

60 

3 

42 

12 

Clark 

140 

3 

54 

4 

22 

3 

35 

1 

122 

2 

48 

3 

53 

2 

42 

13 

Clay 

104 

4 

55 

3 

26 

3 

34 

2 

124 

2 

8 

5 

56 

3 

42 

14 

Codington 

137 

3 

56 

3 

27 

3 

28 

3 

111 

2 

30 

4 

63 

2 

42 

15 

Corson 

150 

3 

44 

5 

102 

1 

29 

3 

90 

3 

33 

1* 

54 

3 

42 

16 

Custer 

156 

3 

44 

5 

45 

2 

26 

3 

91 

3 

12 

5 

53 

4 

42 

17 

Davison 

141 

3 

54 

3 

24 

3 

34 

2 

111 

2 

31 

4 

72 

2 

42 

18 

Day 

141 

3 

56 

3 

30 

3 

34 

2 

112 

2 

63 

2 

60 

3 

42 

19 

Deuel 

1  17 

4 

56 

3 

14 

4 

25 

3 

95 

3 

33 

4 

58 

3 
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Recipient    rite,    .»er»ge   assistance  paynent,    and  national   quintile    rank   for  selected  public   assistance  prograoa,    by  county,    June    I960 

(Silntlle    •!■  represents  uic  tilsHest  nrui  and    -5"  the  lowest  firth.      A  -g-  was  used   to  Indicate  either  that  the  state  had  no  program  or  tUat  there  were  no  recipients  In   the  countj.) 


County 

OAA 

Anx 

APTD 

State 

Recipient  rate 

Average  payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Averagt 

Code 

Name 

paymetft 

code 

per  nerson 

Per  rimlly 

Rate 

tlle 

Amount 

Quln- 
tlle 

Bate 

Quln- 
tlle 

Amount 

9uln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quln- 
tne 

Rate 

(JjlD- 

tlle 

Amount 

Quln- 
tlle 

42 

20 

Dewey 

201 

3 

57 

3 

94 

1 

31 

2 

107 

3 

67 

2 

65 

2 

'*2 

21 

Douglas 

124 

4 

" 

4 

14 

4 

31 

2 

118 

2 

06 

5 

61 

3 

42 

22 

Edmunds 

145 

3 

56 

3 

13 

5 

36 

1 

109 

2 

39 

3 

49 

4 

42 

23 

Fall  River 

69 

5 

65 

3 

35 

2 

31 

2 

117 

2 

25 

4 

51 

3 

42 

24 

Faulk 

131 

4 

59 

3 

17 

4 

33 

2 

159 

1 

33 

k 

79 

1 

42 

25 

Grant 

128 

4 

56 

3 

32 

3 

29 

3 

140 

1 

19 

5 

82 

1 

42 

26 

Gregory 

152 

3 

58 

3 

28 

3 

29 

3 

110 

2 

27 

4 

59 

3 

42 

27 

Haakon 

71 

5 

64 

3 

15 

4 

16 

5 

64 

5 

25 

4 

33 

5 

42 

28 

Hamlin 

142 

3 

64 

3 

16 

4 

25 

3 

125 

2 

51 

3 

59 

3 

42 

29 

Hand 

122 

4 

56 

3 

13 

5 

35 

1 

120 

2 

18 

5 

50 

4 

42 

30 

Hanson 

90 

4 

57 

3 

10 

5 

31 

2 

91 

3 

U 

5 

65 

2 

42 

31 

Harding 

152 

3 

62 

3 

20 

4 

36 

1 

109 

2 

25 

Ik 

94 

1 

42 

32 

Hughes 

86 

5 

70 

2 

31 

3 

33 

2 

114 

2 

18 

5 

58 

3 

42 

33 

Hutchl.nson 

129 

4 

70 

2 

15 

4 

31 

2 

125 

2 

35 

4 

72 

2 

42 

34 

Hyde 

127 

4 

51 

4 

12 

5 

29 

3 

87 

4 

15 

5 

45 

5 

42 

35 

Jackson 

123 

4 

75 

2 

45 

2 

32 

2 

95 

3 

0 

5 

0 

9 

42 

36 

Jerauld 

133 

4 

53 

4 

19 

4 

29 

3 

103 

3 

10 

5 

82 

1 

42 

37 

Jones 

89 

4 

63 

3 

6 

5 

37 

1 

74 

4 

10 

5 

78 

1 

42 

38 

Kingsbury 

110 

4 

58 

2 

9 

5 

31 

2 

84 

4 

27 

4 

75 

2 
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Recipient    rate,    average   assistance  payment,    and  national  quintile    rank   for  selected  public   assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    1960 

(S^lntUe   ■!'  represents  lie  highest  fifth  and  ■&•  the  lowest  fifth.     A  '9'  was  used  to  Indicate  either  that  the  State  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In  the  county.) 


Code 


39 

40 

41 

42 

43 

44 

45 

46 

47 

48 

49 

50 

51 

52 

53 

54 

55 

56 

57 


County 


Name 


Lake 

lawrence 

Lincoln 

Tyrrmn 

McCook 

McRierson 

Marshall 

Meade 

MeUette 

Miner 

Minnehaha 

Moody 

Pennington 

Perkins 

Potter 

Roberts 

Sanhom 

Shannon 

Spink 


OAA 


Recipient  rate 


^In- 
tlle 


109 

4 

105 

4 

124 

4 

136 

3 

118 

4 

205 

3 

130 

4 

100 

4 

267 

2 

132 

4 

91 

4 

120 

4 

93 

4 

157 

3 

128 

4 

218 

2 

165 

3 

422 

1 

120 

4 

Average  payment 


61 

73 

62 

59 

61 
64 
55 
59 
52 
68 
63 
59 
64 
72 
61 
63 
58 
40 
63 


Quin- 
tile 


AFDC 


Recipient  rate 


18 
20 
15 
55 
13 
15 
33 
22 
113 
17 
20 
14 
25 
30 
14 
97 
22 
215 
14 


Quin- 
tile 


4 
4 
1 
5 
4 

2 

3 
1 


per  person 


Average  pajroent 

per  family 


29 

34 

28 

31 

31 

31 

32 

33 

30 

32 

30 

30 

32 

30 

30 

30 

30 

27 

32 


Quln- 
tlle 


Amount 


122 
132 

105 

1  14 
108 
102 
102 
148 
104 
112 
110 

92 
118 
124 

99 
105 
101 

97 
104 


Quin- 
tile 


APTD 


Recipient  rate 


17 
18 
35 

19 

55 
66 
54 

IW 
72 
27 

23 
24 
12 
60 

36 

110 
43 
93 
29 


*ln- 
tlle 


Average  payment 


61 

69 

63 

36 

52 

66 

56 

51 

51 

83 

70 

89 

74 

86 

57 

56 

58 

39 

72 


Quln- 
tlle 
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Recipient    rate,    ncragc   assistince  payment,    and  national   quintile    rank   for   selected   public   assistance   programs,    by  county,    June    1960 

(*lnclle   "1"  represents  ttc  hljtiesl    nrch  and   -S"   the  lowest    riftji.      «  -9  ■  was  used  to   Indicate  either  that  tf.e  state  naa  no  program  or  tnat  there  wrc  no  recipients  In   Uie  county.) 


County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

pa^.ent 

Recipient  rate 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

code 

Code 

Name 

Per  iierson 

Per  r  mlly 

Rate 

Clle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Ajnouht 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Qjln- 
tlle 

Rate 

»iln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

42 

58 

Stanley 

154 

3 

75 

2 

14 

u 

25 

3 

97 

3 

35 

k 

60 

3 

42 

59 

Sullo^ 

68 

5 

5b 

3 

27 

J) 

33 

2 

111 

2 

38 

k 

38 

5 

42 

6  0 

Todd 

^54 

2 

41 

^ 

14^ 

1 

28 

3 

83 

4 

60 

3 

39 

5 

42 

61 

Tripp 

134 

3 

64 

3 

2  0 

4 

33 

2 

101 

3 

21 

5 

62 

3 

42 

62 

Turner 

115 

4 

70 

2 

lb 

33 

2 

120 

2 

43 

3 

68 

2 

42 

63 

Union 

121 

u 

55 

3 

.^4 

2d 

3 

112 

2 

50 

3 

68 

2 

42 

64 

Walworth 

113 

4 

fal 

3 

47 

35 

1 

113 

2 

7  2 

- 

69 

2 

42 

65 

Washabaugh 

352 

2 

38 

5 

255 

29 

3 

89 

3 

265 

1 

42 

5 

42 

66 

Yankton 

101 

4 

68 

C 

35 

23 

3 

109 

2 

36 

4 

70 

2 

42 

67 

Ziebach 

164 

3 

51 

- 

115 

28 

3 

96 

3 

Its 

3 

52 

4 
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TENNESSEE 
Recipient    rate,    average   assistance  payment,    and  national   quintilc    rank   for   selected  public   assistance   programs,    by  county,    June    I960 

represents   -Me  highest   fl  ftn  and    ■&•    -^e  lowest   firui.      A  '9*  was  used   Zo  Indicate  eltfier  Uiat  tr.e  State  nad  no  program  or  Chat  Uiere  were  no   recipients  In   the  county,) 


County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

Beclplen 

c  rate 

Average 

jajTnent 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Reclplen 

rate 

Average 

payment 

code 

Code 

Name 

per  1  ?rson     1 

Per  family 

Rate 

tllc 

Amount 

Quln- 
tlle 

Rate 

Ijuln- 
tlle 

Amount 

4utn- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quln- 
tlle 

Rate 

IJJln- 
tlle 

Amount 

auln- 
tlle 

43 

1 

Anderson 

172 

3 

42 

5 

49 

2 

18 

4 

70 

4 

45 

3 

47 

u 

^3 

2 

Bedford 

179 

3 

42 

5 

34 

2 

18 

t* 

b^ 

5 

40 

3 

45 

5 

'^3 

3 

Benton 

264 

2 

43 

5 

4  2 

2 

19 

4 

64 

5 

B9 

2 

48 

4 

^5 

4 

Bledsoe 

367 

1 

44 

5 

119 

1 

18 

4 

71 

4 

136 

1 

45 

5 

4? 

5 

piount 

11° 

4 

43 

5 

43 

2 

20 

4 

65 

5 

45 

3 

47 

4 

43 

6 

Bradley 

206 

^ 

44 

5 

54 

2 

19 

4 

68 

5 

38 

4 

49 

4 

43 

7 

Campbell 

225 

2 

42 

5 

113 

1 

19 

4 

59 

5 

93 

2 

44 

5 

43 

8 

Cannon 

263 

2 

43 

5 

35 

2 

18 

4 

72 

4 

72 

2 

44 

5 

43 

9 

Carroll 

258 

2 

43 

5 

55 

1 

20 

4 

64 

5 

74 

2 

44 

5 

43 

10 

Carter 

249 

I 

44 

5 

60 

1 

20 

4 

64 

5 

55 

2 

48 

4 

43 

11 

Cheatham 

212 

2 

42 

5 

24 

3 

20 

4 

53 

5 

64 

2 

46 

4 

43 

12 

Chester 

355 

2 

44 

5 

70 

1 

19 

4 

63 

5 

83 

2 

44 

5 

43 

13 

Claiborne 

230 

2 

42 

5 

123 

1 

18 

4 

66 

s 

153 

1 

44 

5 

43 

14 

Clay 

375 

1 

45 

5 

127 

1 

19 

4 

73 

4 

112 

1 

43 

5 

43 

15 

Cocke 

282 

2 

44 

5 

95 

1 

20 

4 

55 

5 

100 

2 

47 

4 

43 

15 

Coffee 

190 

3 

44 

5 

24 

3 

19 

4 

73 

4 

45 

3 

47 

4 

43 

17 

Crockett 

255 

2 

45 

5 

93 

1 

19 

4 

67 

5 

134 

1 

47 

4 

43 

18 

Cumberland 

229 

2 

41 

5 

55 

1 

18 

4 

72 

4 

71 

2 

46 

4 

43 

19 

Davidson 

78 

5 

42 

5 

21 

»4 

16 

4 

72 

4 

18 

5 

46 

4 

43 

2C 

Decat'or 

329 

2 

43 

5 

75 

1 

20 

4 

62 

5 

135 

1 

44 

5 

Recipient    rate,    average   assistance  payment,    and  nai 
(ftilnClle    ■!■  represents  the  highest   rifUi  and   "5"  the  lowest   fifth.      A  *9 
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County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Feclplent  rate 

Average 

payment 

P.eclplen 

rate 

Average 

payrent 

code 

Code 

Name 

per  terson 

P.-n  rimily 

Fate 

3Jl.-.- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Fate 

Juln- 
tUe 

AF.ount 

iuln- 

tlle 

A";oun  t 

;.ln- 
tlle 

Rate 

Siln- 

tlle 

A_-C._-.t 

tile 

43 

21 

Dekalb 

257 

2 

41 

5 

61 

1 

18 

H 

74 

4 

38 

2 

«7 

L* 

''? 

22 

Dickson 

165 

3 

41 

5 

:-7 

2 

19 

4 

52 

c 

^7 

2 

45 

5 

4  1 

23 

Dyer 

231 

2 

44 

5 

dO 

1 

18 

4 

66 

5 

97 

2 

50 

4 

4? 

24 

Fayette 

287 

2 

40 

5 

13 

^ 

19 

4 

69 

5 

114 

1 

41 

5 

43 

25 

Fentress 

296 

2 

38 

5 

6S 

1 

19 

4 

68 

5 

71 

2 

40 

5 

43 

26 

Franklin 

147 

3 

4  2 

^ 

44 

2 

18 

4 

77 

4 

51 

3 

46 

4 

43 

" 

Gibson 

239 

2 

44 

5 

72 

1 

18 

4 

71 

4 

n 

2 

47 

4 

4  3 

28 

Giles 

256 

2 

44 

5 

58 

1 

19 

H 

69 

5 

77 

2 

44 

5 

43 

29 

Grainger 

213 

2 

43 

5 

bl 

1 

20 

H 

66 

5 

71 

2 

45 

5 

43 

30 

Greene 

129 

4 

4t* 

5 

30 

3 

18 

4 

70 

4 

52 

3 

45 

5 

43 

31 

Grundy 

296 

2 

4i+ 

5 

69 

1 

19 

4 

71 

4 

9i+ 

2 

45 

5 

43 

32 

Hamblen 

108 

4 

41 

5 

16 

4 

20 

4 

60 

5 

48 

3 

46 

4 

43 

33 

Hanr!  1  t.nn 

110 

4 

43 

5 

45 

2 

18 

4 

73 

4 

37 

4 

50 

4 

43 

34 

Hancock 

290 

2 

44 

5 

121 

1 

20 

4 

66 

5 

84 

2 

45 

5 

43 

35 

Hardenan 

203 

3 

42 

5 

37 

2 

18 

71 

4 

69 

2 

44 

5 

41 

36 

Hardin 

403 

1 

44 

5 

81 

1 

19 

4 

70 

4 

137 

1 

47 

4 

43 

37 

Havkins 

191 

3 

42 

5 

62 

1 

19 

4 

69 

5 

63 

2 

45 

5 

43 

38 

Haywood 

242 

2 

41 

5 

39 

2 

17 

5 

73 

4 

64 

2 

44 

5 

43 

39 

Henderson 

352 

2 

43 

5 

93 

1 

19 

4 

64 

5 

89 

2 

49 

4 

43 

40 

Henry 

185 

3 

42 

5 

54 

2 

19 

4 

60 

^ 

SO 

2 

48 

4 
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Recipient    rate,    average   assistance   payment,    and  national   quintile    rank    for   selected  public   assistance   programs,    by  county,    June    I960 

represents  Uie  filghest   rirth  and   "5"  the  lowest   flftiJi.      a  "9"  was  used  to  Indicate  elUier  that  tr.e  State  had  no  program  or  that  there  irere  no  recipients  In   the  county.) 


County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

Reclplen 

L  rate 

Average 

pajment 

Recipient  rate 

AveragP 

payment 

Reclplen 

rate 

Average 

payment 

code 

Code 

Name 

Per  1  erson 

—Per  family     1 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Bate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

9iln- 
tUe 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

43 

41 

HicknEn 

237 

2 

•♦l 

5 

50 

2 

19 

i* 

67 

5 

78 

2 

43 

5 

43 

u? 

Houston 

250 

2 

38 

5 

58 

1 

20 

^ 

59 

5 

110 

1 

43 

5 

43 

43 

Huniphreys 

232 

2 

40 

5 

32 

3 

19 

4 

63 

5 

66 

2 

44 

5 

43 

44 

Jackson 

317 

2 

43 

5 

118 

1 

19 

■* 

69 

5 

129 

1 

45 

5 

43 

45 

Jefferson 

157 

3 

42 

5 

31 

3 

19 

4 

67 

5 

37 

i* 

45 

5 

4? 

46 

Johnson 

193 

3 

39 

5 

86 

1 

19 

4 

68 

5 

84 

2 

44 

5 

43 

47 

Knox 

105 

4 

44 

5 

48 

2 

18 

4 

71 

4 

36 

4 

49 

4 

43 

48 

lake 

271 

2 

42 

3 

77 

1 

18 

4 

68 

5 

87 

2 

39 

5 

43 

49 

lauderdale 

277 

2 

38 

5 

34 

2 

19 

4 

64 

5 

60 

3 

42 

5 

43 

50 

Iflwrence 

223 

2 

43 

5 

38 

2 

19 

4 

65 

5 

57 

3 

47 

4 

43 

51 

Lewis 

278 

2 

41 

5 

5o 

1 

19 

4 

70 

4 

102 

2 

47 

4 

43 

52 

Lincoln 

209 

3 

43 

5 

40 

2 

19 

i* 

67 

5 

64 

^ 

43 

5 

43 

53 

Loudon 

187 

3 

45 

5 

45 

2 

20 

4 

64 

5 

57 

3 

48 

it 

43 

54 

McMlnn 

160 

3 

43 

5 

26 

3 

18 

4 

69 

5 

50 

3 

46 

4 

43 

55 

McNalry 

367 

1 

42 

5 

48 

2 

19 

4 

65 

5 

74 

2 

47 

^ 

43 

56 

Macon 

190 

3 

39 

5 

19 

4 

21 

4 

60 

5 

39 

3 

44 

5 

43 

57 

Madison 

225 

2 

45 

5 

73 

1 

19 

4 

67 

5 

58 

3 

49 

4 

43 

58 

t-larlon 

183 

3 

42 

5 

70 

1 

19 

4 

68 

5 

88 

' 

44 

5 

43 

59 

Marshall 

154 

3 

40 

5 

38 

2 

18 

4 

61 

5 

31 

4 

43 

5 

43 

60 

Mauiy 

165 

3 

42 

5 

49 

2 

18 

4 

66 

5 

51 

3 

47 

4 

Recipient    rate,    average   assistance   payment,    and   nat 
(IJJlntlle    ■!«   represents  the  highesc   fifth  and   "S"   the  lowest   flfUi.      a   "9" 


TENNESSEE 
ional   quintilc    rank    for  selected   public   assistance   programs,    by  county,    June    I960 

was  used   to  Indicate  either  that  tr.e  state  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In   the  county. 
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County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

Sc  ace 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

a^ent 

Reclplen 

t  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient 

rate 

Average 

payment 

code 

Code 

Name 

per  -erson     1 

per  r:  ^lly 

Rate 

auln- 
tlle 

Amount 

'JJiln- 
tlle 

Pate 

Quln- 
tlle 

A-^ount 

Quln- 
tlle 

Amount 

?uln- 
tlle 

Rate 

Ujln- 
tiu 

AF.ount 

;fuln- 
tlle 

h^ 

61 

Meigs 

^'0: 

2 

tl 

5 

DO 

1 

.X> 

4 

63 

5 

56 

t 

i5 

5 

4^ 

52 

Monroe 

277 

2 

42 

5 

72 

1 

19 

4 

o4 

5 

75 

; 

45 

5 

'»3 

63 

Montgomery 

175 

3 

43 

s 

3y 

18 

- 

71 

4 

30 

4 

-b 

4 

'.3 

64 

Moore 

131 

4 

42 

5 

2  3 

3 

15 

= 

58 

5 

53 

J 

•+1 

5 

43 

65 

Morgan 

249 

2 

to 

5 

84 

1 

i  9 

U- 

^b 

^ 

5o 

.- 

^4 

5 

43 

65 

Otion 

161 

3 

44 

R 

Iw 

i+ 

1^ 

- 

oO 

i 

40 

3 

47 

4* 

43 

67 

Overton 

252 

2 

40 

5 

5b 

1 

19 

- 

68 

f-. 

50 

3 

■^b 

4 

43 

68 

Perry 

327 

2 

39 

R 

96 

1 

19 

4 

68 

li 

14i» 

1 

h3 

^ 

43 

69 

Pickett 

415 

1 

ie 

5 

6l 

1 

18 

^ 

72 

4 

22 

1* 

4  3 

5 

43 

7C 

Polk 

364 

1 

if4 

5 

SI 

1 

19 

•4 

55 

5 

128 

1 

45 

5 

43 

71 

Putnam 

230 

2 

.4  3 

5 

5  2 

2 

19 

4 

70 

4 

44 

3 

^5 

5 

43 

72 

Rhea 

290 

2 

45 

5 

101 

1 

Id 

A. 

6  7 

5 

74 

2 

46 

it 

43 

73 

Roane 

175 

3 

^1 

5 

43 

- 

19 

a 

67 

5 

41 

3 

.+  4 

3 

43 

74 

Robertson 

180 

3 

43 

5 

3  4 

2 

19 

14 

65 

5 

=  0 

3 

42 

& 

43 

75 

Rutherford 

190 

3 

45 

5 

29 

3 

19 

4- 

71 

4 

38 

'+ 

47 

if 

43 

75 

Scott 

289 

2 

42 

5 

149 

1 

19 

4 

70 

4 

151 

1 

45 

3 

43 

77 

Sequatchie 

229 

2 

3  9 

5 

48 

2 

18 

^ 

70 

4 

a2 

3 

40 

c. 

43 

78 

Sevier 

145 

3 

40 

5 

44 

2 

19 

u 

69 

5 

55 

3 

'♦4 

5 

43 

79 

Shelby 

150 

^ 

44 

5 

45 

2 

18 

4 

73 

4 

25 

4 

50 

a 

43 

8fl 

Smith 

.'2  3 

-> 

45 

5 

60 

1 

18 

U 

71 

4 

54 

3 

45 

it 
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TENHESSEE 

Recipient    rate,    sverage   assistance  payment,    and   national   quintile    rank   for  selected  public   assistance   programs,    by  county,    June    1960 

re^resenis   'Jr.e  highest   n  fui  and   •&"  tne  lowesc   f l  rui.      A  "g*  was  used  Co   Indicate  elUier  Chat  th.e  State  had  no  program  or  thaC  there  were  no  recipients  In   the  councy.) 


County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

Scate 

ReclpIGnt.  race 

Average 

jajment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

Dajnent 

Reclplen 

rate 

Average 

payment 

code 

Code 

Name 

per  1  erson     1 

Per   f  »llj 

Rat-e 

tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

ftuln- 
tue 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

Oiln- 
tlle 

Amount 

9iln- 
tue 

i^ 

HI 

Stewart 

288 

2 

42 

5 

■JO 

1 

18 

4 

67 

5 

146 

1 

45 

5 

4? 

82 

Sullivan 

111 

4 

43 

5 

36 

2 

19 

4 

67 

5 

38 

4 

46 

4 

43 

83 

Sumner 

169 

3 

41 

5 

'3 

2 

18 

4 

65 

5 

42 

3 

42 

5 

43 

84 

Tipton 

238 

2 

43 

5 

44 

^ 

18 

4 

67 

5 

70 

2 

47 

4 

43 

85 

Trousdale 

164 

3 

44 

5 

22 

3 

20 

4 

70 

4 

15 

5 

43 

5 

43 

86 

Unicoi 

178 

3 

4l 

5 

5  1 

2 

19 

4 

&9 

5 

71 

2 

41 

5 

43 

87 

Union 

254 

2 

41 

5 

71 

1 

2  0 

4 

64 

5 

66 

2 

44 

5 

43 

88 

Van  Buren 

354 

2 

41 

5 

102 

1 

18 

4 

68 

5 

72 

2 

44 

5 

43 

80 

Warren 

176 

3 

43 

5 

37 

2 

19 

4 

67 

5 

51 

3 

45 

5 

4? 

90 

Washington 

101 

4 

-*2 

5 

29 

3 

19 

4 

67 

5 

31 

4 

46 

4 

4? 

91 

Wayne 

415 

1 

42 

q 

87 

1 

16 

4 

70 

4 

76 

2 

45 

5 

43 

92 

Weakley 

238 

2 

45 

5 

4  2 

2 

19 

4 

65 

5 

90 

2 

51 

4 

43 

93 

White 

264 

; 

42 

^ 

57 

1 

19 

4 

71 

4 

65 

2 

48 

4 

43 

94 

Williamson 

181 

3 

43 

5 

82 

1 

19 

4 

59 

5 

H6 

2 

45 

5 

43 

95 

Wilson 

124 

4 

44 

5 

20 

4 

18 

4 

73 

4 

26 

4               48 

4 

TEXAS  14  T 

Recipient    rate,    average   assistance  payment,    and  national  quintile    rank    for  selected  public    assistance   programs,    by  county,    June    1960 
represents  the  highest  nrth  and   'S*  the  lowest   rifth.      A  '9'  wa3  used  to  Indicate  either  that  the  state  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In   the  county.) 


County 


Name 


OAA 


Recipient  rate    Average  payment 


Rate 


Quin- 
tile 


Quln- 
tlle 


AFDC 


Recipient  rate    |__ Average  papient 

per  person  per  rainlly 


nt  I  *'"- 
"■•     tile 


Amount     «;>'>- 
tile 


APTD 


Recipient  rate        Average  payment 


CJJln- 
tue 


Suln- 
tlle 


1 
2 
3 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

lA 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 


Anderson 

Andrews 

Angelina        , 

Aransas 

Archer 

Armstrong 

Atascosa        > 

Austin  i 

Bailey  ;' 

Bandera 

Bastrcrp 

Baylor 

Bee 

Bell  I 

Bexar  i 

Blanco 

Borden  i 

Bosque  | 

Bowie  ; 

Brazoria 


217 
465 
211 
217 
193 
367 
269 
263 
238 
460 
284 
327 
292 
185 
308 

95 

347 
413 
275 


52 
49 
52 
51 
50 
57 
53 
50 
51 
52 
54 
54 
51 
51 
53 
55 
38 
55 
52 
52 


23 

2 

12 

29 

0 

0 

28 

11 


40 
27 
28 
5 
24 

6 
0 

17 

31 

9 


17 
19 
19 
16 
20 

0 
18 
14 
18 
14 
18 
14 
17 
16 
17 
20 

0 
17 
17 
16 


63 
90 
70 
71 
41 

0 
74 
66 
65 
88 
67 
70 
73 
70 
74 
68 

0 
68 
70 
75 


k 

37 
11 
15 
28 

28 
33 

k 
Ik 

31 

25 

7 

7 

7 

11 

17 

30 
15 
11 


51 
d7 
54 
61 
49 
65 
53 
49 
52 
51 
54 
49 
50 
51 
55 
65 
65 
55 
54 
55 
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TEXAS 

Recipient    rate,    average  assistance  payment,    and  national  quintile    rank   for  selected  public  assistance  programs,    by  county,    June   I960 

represents  tr.e  highest   fifth  and  "5"  the  lowest  fifth.      A  "9  •  was  used  to  indicate  either  that  the  state  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no  reelpleota  In  Qia  coun^.) 


County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

Reclplen 

c  rate 

Average 

pajment 

Recipient  rate 

Averagp 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average  pajrment 

code 

Code 

Name 

per    erson 

Per  faullj 

Bate 

Quln- 
tUc 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Ajcount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

91  m- 
tlle 

iaount 

91111- 
tlle 

44 

21 

Brazos 

363 

1 

50 

4 

21 

4 

16 

5 

70 

4 

17 

5 

49 

4 

44 

22 

Brewster 

164 

3 

52 

4 

39 

2 

18 

4 

68 

5 

3 

5 

45 

5 

44 

23 

Briscoe 

241 

2 

55 

4 

16 

4 

15 

5 

85 

4 

5 

5 

54 

3 

44 

24 

Brooks 

461 

1 

55 

4 

46 

2 

17 

5 

66 

5 

12 

5 

47 

4 

44 

25 

Brown 

361 

1 

53 

4 

17 

4 

18 

4 

75 

4 

16 

5 

58 

3 

44 

26 

Burleson 

430 

1 

50 

4 

13 

5 

13 

5 

72 

4 

61 

3 

48 

4 

44 

27 

Burnet 

358 

2 

54 

4 

20 

4 

16 

5 

80 

4 

23 

4 

58 

3 

44 

28 

Caldwell 

359 

1 

54 

4 

39 

2 

17 

5 

70 

4 

12 

5 

51 

4 

44 

29 

Calhoun 

269 

2 

51 

4 

12 

5 

16 

5 

81 

4 

5 

5 

49 

4 

44 

30 

Callahan 

327 

2 

51 

4 

8 

5 

17 

5 

73 

4 

29 

4 

50 

4 

44 

31 

Cajneron 

238 

2 

53 

4 

27 

3 

16 

5 

70 

4 

11 

5 

53 

4 

44 

32 

Camp 

551 

1 

49 

4 

46 

2 

16 

5 

70 

4 

79 

2 

53 

4 

44 

33 

Carson 

158 

3 

58 

3 

1 

5 

21 

4 

54 

5 

T 

5 

57 

3 

44 

34 

Cass 

585 

1 

52 

4 

15 

4 

18 

4 

64 

5 

58 

3 

53 

4 

44 

35 

Castro 

215 

2 

51 

4 

6 

5 

17 

5 

85 

4 

0 

5 

0 

9 

44 

36 

Chambers 

237 

2 

5  I 

4 

9 

5 

16 

5 

66 

5 

11 

5 

50 

4 

44 

37 

Cherokee 

417 

1 

49 

4 

19 

4 

17 

5 

66 

5 

32 

4 

52 

4 

44 

38 

Childress 

363 

1 

48 

4 

15 

4 

18 

4 

69 

5 

20 

5 

54 

3 

44 

39 

CLay 

297 

2 

53 

4 

10 

5 

14 

5 

63 

5 

Ik 

5 

52 

4 

44 

40 

Cochran 

245 

2 

56 

3 

0 

5 

0 

9 

0 

9 

3 

5 

61 

3 

TEXAS 


149 


Recipient    rate,    average   assistance  payment,    and  nat 
(Qjlntlle   ■!■  represents  the  highest   ri  rUi  and   "S*   the  lowest  flfLh.      a  *9* 


Lonal  quintile    rank   for  selected  public   assistance   programs,    by  county,    June    I960 

was  used  to  Indicate  either  that  tr.e  State  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In   the  county.) 


County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

paTmer.t 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

code 

Code 

Name 

per  person 

fer  fanlly     1 

paycent 

Rate 

*In- 
tlle 

junoiiBt 

euln- 
tlle 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Anount 

ftuin- 
tlle 

Amount 

auiD- 

tlle 

Rate 

(Jilr^ 
tile 

Amount 

Suln- 
tUe 

44 

41 

C<dce 

242 

2 

57 

3 

It 

5 

21 

4 

76 

4 

u 

5 

59 

3 

44 

42 

Coleman 

345 

2 

53 

4 

22 

3 

18 

4 

68 

5 

30 

4 

49 

4 

44 

43       ' 

ColHn 

394 

1 

54 

4 

11 

5 

16 

5 

69 

5 

26 

4 

55 

3 

44 

44 

Collingsworth 

371 

1 

52 

4 

46 

2 

18 

4 

72 

4 

25 

k 

54 

3 

44 

45 

Colorado 

320 

2 

51 

4 

47 

2 

17 

5 

72 

4 

25 

4 

45 

5 

44 

46 

Comal 

192 

3 

54 

4 

14 

4 

16 

5 

66 

5 

7 

5 

54 

3 

44 

47 

Comanche 

444 

1 

54 

4 

17 

4 

18 

4 

63 

5 

51 

3 

55 

3 

44 

48 

Concho 

276 

2 

54 

4 

18 

4 

19 

4 

73 

4 

0 

5 

0 

9 

44 

49 

Cooke 

308 

2 

56 

3 

8 

5 

17 

5 

62 

5 

21 

5 

56 

3 

44 

50 

Coryell 

368 

1 

52 

4 

2 

5 

19 

4 

71 

4 

12 

5 

45 

5 

44 

51 

Cottle 

397 

1 

52 

4 

24 

3 

18 

4 

73 

4 

49 

3 

53 

4 

44 

52 

Crane 

305 

2 

55 

4 

1» 

5 

19 

4 

64 

5 

0 

5 

0 

9 

44 

53 

Crockett 

143 

3 

53 

4 

6 

5 

15 

5 

68 

5 

0 

5 

0 

9 

44 

54 

Crosby 

317 

2 

53 

4 

10 

5 

19 

4 

72 

4 

k 

5 

59 

3 

44 

55 

Culberson 

96 

4 

46 

5 

8 

5 

16 

5 

96 

3 

0 

5 

0 

9 

44 

56 

Dallnm 

197 

3 

52 

4 

3 

5 

16 

5 

67 

5 

0 

5 

0 

9 

44 

57 

Dallas 

222 

2 

53 

4 

13 

5 

15 

6 

69 

5 

5 

5 

57 

3 

44 

58 

Dawson 

253 

2 

52 

4 

25 

3 

17 

5 

"    72 

4 

11 

5 

60 

3 

44 

59 

Deaf  Smith 

177 

3 

51 

4 

9 

5 

16 

5 

71 

4 

10 

5 

55 

3 

44 

60 

Delta 

443 

1 

52 

4 

29 

3 

16 

5 

74 

4 

44 

3 

54 

3 

150  TEICAS 

Recipient    rate,    average   assistance  payment,    and  national  quintile    rank   for  selected  public  assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    I960 

(Qjlncile    ■!■  represents  Lhe  highest  fifth  and   "S'  the  lowest  fifth,      a  "9"  was  used  to  Indicate  either  that  the  State  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  Id  the  counCj.) 


State 
code 


County 


Name 


OAA 


Recipient  rate    Average  payment 


Rate         ^^^ 
^^"         tile 


Quln- 
tlle 


AFDC 


Recipient  rate 


QalD- 
tlle 


Average  payment 


per  persprT 


"»-^^is;r 


per  ramlly 


OulD- 
tlle 


APTD 


Recipient  race        Average  parent 


ftjln- 
tue 


ftjlD- 

I  cue 


44 

51 

44 

62 

44 

63 

44 

64 

44 

65 

44 

66 

44 

67 

44 

68 

44 

69 

44 

70 

44 

71 

44 

72 

44 

73 

44 

74 

44 

75 

44 

76 

44 

77 

44 

78 

44 

79 

44 

8  0 

Denton 

DeWltt 

Dickens 

Dlramlt 

Donley 

Duval 

Eastland 

Ector 

Edwards 

Ellis 

El  Paso 

Erath 

Falls 

Fannin 

Fayette 

Fisher 

Floyd 

Foard 

Fort  Bend 

Franklin 


307 
358 
261 
346 
315 
534 
386 
198 
253 
347 
91 
40  5 
462 
489 
383 
312 
228 
270 
330 
542 


54 

53 

58 

54 

51 

53 

52 

51 

56 

53 

52 

54 

51 

55 

54 

53 

57 

53 

52 

54 


4 

4 

3 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

3 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

3 

4 

4 

4 


2 

31 
14 
43 
29 
52 
20 
5 
18 
IB 
15 
8 
20 
38 
44 
15 
11 
13 
11 
32 


5 

3 

4 

2 

3 

2 

4 

5 

4 

4 

4 

5 

4 

2 

2 
4 
5 
5 
5 
3 


19 

17 

20 

17 

16 

18 

17 

16 

17 

16 

16 

18 

16 

18 

18 

17 

17 

15 

15 

18 


4 

5 

4 

5 

5 

4 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

4 

5 

4 

4 

5 

5 

5 

5 


61 

72 

79 

74 

70 

70 

70 

69 

83 

77 

73 

69 

65 

66 

72 

90 

77 

64 

68 

73 


4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

5 

4 

4 

4 

5 

5 

5 

4 

3 

4 

5 

5 


13 
30 

19 
9 
9 

15 

24 

3 

32 

14 

2 
37 
48 

53 
30 

19 

8 

0 

17 

19 


5 
5 
5 

5 

4 

5 

5 
5 
4 
3 
3 
4 

5 
5 
5 

5 
5 


54 

55 

54 

61 

54 

54 

58 

53 

41 
54 
5* 
53 
52 
55 
55 
58 
58 
0 
52 
57 


3 
3 
3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

4 

5 

3 

3 

4 

4 
3 
3 
3 
3 
9 
4 
3 


TEXAS  151 

Recipient    rite,    aferage   asaistante  payment,    and  national   quintile    rank    for  selected  public   assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    I960 

represents  tlie  MgUcst   riru,  and    "6"  the  lowest   nrui.      A  •9-  »as  used  to  indicate  eluier  that  U-.e  State  Bad  no  program  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In   the  county.) 


State 

Count  y 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

Reclplen 

t  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Averag 

Code 

Name 

payment 

code 

Per  1  erson 

per  ramliy 

Rate 

9uln- 
tllc 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Qulr^ 
tile 

Rate 

ftJln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

44 

81 

Freestone 

525 

1 

52 

4 

39 

2 

17 

5 

72 

4 

27 

4 

50 

4 

44 

82 

Frio 

363 

1 

55 

4 

34 

2 

18 

4 

72 

4 

19 

5 

60 

3 

44 

83 

Gaines 

205 

3 

53 

4 

4 

5 

18 

4 

6b 

5 

2 

5 

66 

2 

44 

84 

Galveston 

171 

3 

48 

4 

12 

5 

17 

5 

75 

4 

10 

5 

55 

3 

44 

85 

Garza 

241 

2 

53 

4 

8 

5 

18 

4 

79 

4 

6 

5 

52 

4 

44 

86 

Gillespie 

224 

2 

55 

4 

8 

5 

16 

5 

54 

5 

4 

5 

67 

3 

44 

87 

Glasscock 

116 

1* 

51 

4 

0 

5 

0 

9 

0 

9 

0 

5 

0 

9 

44 

88 

Goliad 

303 

2 

49 

4 

41 

2 

18 

4 

81 

4 

0 

5 

0 

9 

44 

89 

Gonzales 

408 

1 

53 

4 

45 

2 

17 

5 

70 

4 

36 

4 

54 

3 

44 

90 

Gray- 

206 

3 

52 

4 

10 

5 

16 

5 

79 

4 

2 

5 

55 

3 

44 

91 

Grayson 

341 

2 

54 

4 

11 

5 

17 

5 

66 

5 

20 

5 

53 

4 

44 

92 

Gregg 

337 

2 

51 

4 

14 

4 

16 

5 

69 

5 

15 

5 

52 

4 

44 

93 

Grimes 

478 

1 

49 

4 

27 

3 

17 

5 

74 

4 

19 

5 

48 

4 

44 

94 

Guadalupe 

303 

2 

53 

4 

21 

4 

18 

4 

68 

5 

11 

5 

49 

4 

44 

95 

Hale 

254 

2 

53 

4 

12 

5 

17 

5 

75 

4 

8 

5 

57 

3 

44 

96 

TTall 

354 

2 

51 

4 

33 

2 

17 

5 

82 

4 

3 

5 

62 

3 

44 

97 

Hamilton 

381 

1 

54 

4 

14 

4 

21 

4 

73 

4 

27 

4 

54 

3 

44 

98 

Hansford 

149 

3 

51 

4 

3 

5 

14 

5 

54 

5 

0 

5 

0 

9 

44 

99 

Hardeman 

337 

2 

52 

4 

7 

5 

19 

4 

61 

5 

21 

5 

50 

4 

44 

100 

Hardin 

336 

2 

51 

4 

21 

4 

17 

5 

74 

4 

21 

5 

49 

4 

152  TEXAS 

Recipient    rate,    average   assistance  payment,    and  national  quintile    rank    for  selected  public  assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    I960 

(5jlnc!le    •!■  represents  ihe  tilghesc  firth  and   "5"  the  lowest  fifth.      A  "9"  was  used  to  Indicate  either  that  the  State  had  no  program  or  Chat  tftere  were  no  recipients  In  the  county.) 


County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

Recipient,  rate 

Average 

payment  Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient 

rate 

Average 

payment 

cod 

Code 

Name 

Per     erson    1 

~Ter  family     I 

Rate 

Quln- 
tUe 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

4^ 

101 

Harris 

214 

2 

53 

4 

11 

5 

16 

5 

73 

4 

6 

5 

57 

3 

ait 

102 

Harrison 

445 

1 

52 

4 

39 

2 

17 

5 

71 

4 

46 

3 

53 

4 

iLil 

103 

Hartley 

110 

4 

4a 

4 

6 

5 

4 

5 

26 

5 

0 

5 

0 

9 

4i 

104 

Haskell 

308 

2 

55 

'» 

18 

4 

16 

5 

76 

4 

17 

5 

54 

3 

44 

105 

Hays 

265 

2 

54 

4 

28 

3 

17 

5 

58 

5 

6 

5 

53 

4 

44 

106 

Hemphill 

208 

3 

50 

4 

2 

5 

24 

3 

72 

4 

0 

5 

0 

9 

44 

107 

Henderson 

560 

1 

53 

4 

23 

3 

17 

5 

74 

4 

35 

4 

58 

3 

44 

108 

Hidalgo 

248 

2 

55 

4 

39 

2 

17 

5 

72 

4 

8 

5 

53 

4 

44 

109 

HiU 

41Q 

1 

53 

4 

22 

3 

18 

4 

58 

5 

39 

3 

49 

4 

44 

110 

Hockley 

220 

2 

53 

4 

1 

5 

19 

4 

57 

5 

3 

5 

51 

4 

44 

111 

Hood 

452 

1 

54 

4 

13 

5 

19 

4 

62 

5 

21 

5 

45 

5 

44 

112 

Hopkins 

501 

1 

53 

4 

23 

3 

16 

5 

57 

5 

29 

4 

56 

3 

44 

113 

Houston 

550 

1 

51 

4 

35 

2 

17 

5 

74 

4 

48 

3 

53 

4 

44 

114 

Howard 

209 

3 

52 

4 

11 

5 

16 

5 

75 

4 

5 

5 

57 

3 

44 

115 

Hudspeth 

75 

5 

56 

3 

13 

5 

18 

4 

74 

4 

0 

5 

0 

9 

44 

116 

Hunt 

384 

1 

52 

4 

24 

3 

17 

5 

65 

5 

23 

4 

57 

3 

44 

117 

Hutchmson 

234 

2 

50 

4 

3 

5 

18 

4 

73 

4 

3 

5 

55 

3 

44 

118 

Irion 

194 

3 

46 

5 

22 

3 

13 

5 

71 

4 

0 

5 

0 

9 

44 

119 

Jack 

254 

2 

56 

3 

7 

5 

18 

4 

65 

5 

22 

4 

60 

3 

44 

120 

Jackson 

347 

2 

56 

3 

20 

4 

18 

4 

73 

4 

25 

4 

51 

4 

TEXAS 
Recipient    rate,    average   assistance  payment,    and  national  quintile    rank   for  selected  public   assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    I960 

(Qjlntlle   •!•  represents  the  highest   firth  aJ^d   •&"   the  lowest   fifth,      a  "9 "  was  used  to  Indicate  either  that  tr.e  state  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In   the  county. 


153 


County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

Reclplen 

c  rate 

Average 

^ajTTient 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

taymer.t             1 

Reclplen' 

rate 

Average 

Daymen  t 

code 

Code 

Name 

per  Derson 

Per   rair.Uy     I 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

Qjln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Qjlr,- 
tlle 

Rate 

Sulr,- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

ItU 

121 

Jasper 

487 

1 

53 

4 

31 

3 

17 

5 

70 

4 

3  8 

4 

51 

4 

44 

122 

Jeff  EBvis 

250 

2 

52 

4 

33 

2 

18 

tf 

79 

4 

13 

5 

56 

i 

44 

123 

Jefferson 

200 

3 

50 

4 

U 

5 

17 

5 

71 

4 

9 

5 

56 

i 

44 

124 

Jim  Hogg 

505 

1 

54 

4 

37 

2 

19 

4 

67 

5 

16 

5 

55 

3 

44 

125 

Jim  Hells 

361 

1 

51 

4 

23 

3 

18 

4 

71 

4 

8 

5 

48 

4 

44 

126 

Johnson 

328 

2 

55 

4 

6 

5 

17 

5 

69 

5 

12 

5 

43 

4 

44 

127 

Jones 

311 

2 

52 

4 

9 

5 

16 

5 

76 

4 

16 

5 

59 

3 

44 

128 

Karnes 

419 

1 

54 

4 

2  9 

3 

19 

4 

66 

5 

30 

4 

54 

3 

44 

129 

Kaufman 

347 

2 

52 

4 

30 

3 

16 

^ 

68 

5 

26 

4 

4  9 

4 

44 

130 

Kendall 

188 

3 

54 

4 

8 

5 

19 

4 

83 

4 

16 

5 

58 

' 

44 

131 

Kenedy 

85 

5 

39 

3 

0 

5 

0 

9 

0 

9 

0 

5 

0 

9 

44 

132 

Kent 

279 

2 

57 

3 

0 

5 

0 

9 

0 

9 

0 

5 

0 

9 

44 

133 

Kerr 

HI 

4 

52 

4 

12 

5 

16 

3 

63 

5 

1 

5 

65 

2 

44 

134 

Kimble 

282 

2 

56 

3 

15 

4 

20 

4 

73 

4 

10 

5 

60 

3 

44 

135 

King 

U5 

k 

65 

3 

0 

5 

0 

9 

0 

9 

79 

2 

44 

5 

44 

136 

Kinney- 

339 

2 

50 

4 

43 

2 

18 

4 

68 

5 

hi 

3 

48 

4 

44 

137 

Kleberg 

272 

2 

50 

4 

26 

3 

19 

4 

72 

4 

10 

5 

48 

4 

44 

138 

Knox 

294 

2 

55 

4 

20 

4 

19 

4 

68 

5 

12 

5 

56 

3 

44 

139 

lamar 

475 

1 

53 

4 

49 

2 

17 

5 

74 

4 

74 

2 

57 

3 

44 

140 

Tnmb 

292 

2 

52 

4 

9 

5 

17 

5 

74 

4 

11 

5 

54 

3 

154 


(3ulnl!le 


TEXAS 
Recipient    rate,    average   assistance  payment,    and  national  quintiie    rank    for  selected  public  assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    1960 

represer.t^s  tr.e  tilgliesc   fl  fell  and  "S"  tjie  lowest   fifth.      A  '9  ■  was  used  to  Indicate  either  that  the  state  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In   the  county.) 


Code 


14  1 
142 
143 

144 

145 
145 
147 
148 
149 
15C 
151 


152 

153 

1  5  4 

155 

156 

157 

158 

159 

160 

Count  y 


Name 


Tfimpasas 

LaSalle 

Lavaca 

Lee 

l£On 

Liberty 

Limestone 

Lipscomb 

Live  Oak 

Llano 

I/Dving 

Lubbock 

I,ynn 

McCulloch 

McLennan 

McMullen 

Madison 

Marion 

Martin 

I<lason 


OAA 


Recipient  rate 


Rate 


306 
374 
357 
444 
557 
356 
487 
130 
345 
266 

83 

211 

218 
363 
287 
277 
494 
600 
238 
348 


t^ln- 
tue 


Average  parent 


49 

54 

53 

50 

52 

50 

52 

50 

53 

53 

57 

53 

54 

55 

50 

54 

51 

51 

55 

57 


Quin- 
tiie 


AFDC 


Recipient  rate 


5uln- 
tlle 


6 
51 
13 
15 
33 
18 
23 

k 

21 

10 
0 
4 
5 

33 
6 
0 

13 

67 
8 

37 


5 

5 
5 
2 
5 
5 
5 
1 
5 
2 


Average  pajmenc 

per  ramjly 


per  person 


ftuln- 

tnc 


16 

18 

17 

16 

18 

16 

Itj 

2  1 

16 

20 
0 

16 

13 
17 
lo 
0 
17 
16 
14 
15 


Quln- 
tlle 


60 

67 

63 

71 

74 

65 

58 

75 

77 

57 
0 

76 

74 
69 
69 
0 
71 
74 
96 
85 


APTD 


Recipient  rate 


*ln- 
tlle 


12 

Ik 
49 
44 
87 
17 
33 
11 
21 
10 
0 

4 

5 
18 

12 
0 

62 
49 

U- 
10 


5 

5 
3 
3 
2 
5 

4 

5 
5 
5 
5 

5 
5 

5 

5 
3 
3 

5 

5 


Average  payment 


49 

4 

47 

4 

48 

4 

50 

4 

55 

3 

30 

4 

54 

3 

57 

3 

55 

3 

53 

4 

0 

9 

59 

3 

58 

3 

56 

3 

52 

4 

0 

9 

52 

4 

52 

4 

42 

5 

55 

2 

Recipient    rate,    average  assistance  payment, 
{(>ilntlle   •!■  represents  the  highest   fifth  and   *b<  Che  lowest  fifth, 


TEXAS 

and  national  quintile    rank   for  selec 
A  "g"  was  used   to  Indicate  either  tha 


155 


ted  public  assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    I960 

t  the  State  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In   the  county.; 


Count  >' 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

parent 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Ave rag 

Code 

Name 

pajrent 

code 

per  person 

Per  fimlly 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

AiTount 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

^In- 
tlle 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

AEOunt 

Quin- 
tile 

44 

161 

Matagords 

328 

2 

54 

4 

27 

3 

17 

5 

70 

4 

16 

5 

52 

4 

44 

162 

Maverick 

263 

2 

52 

4 

39 

2 

19 

4 

71 

'- 

3 

5 

44 

5 

44 

163 

Medina 

192 

3 

55 

4 

7 

5 

17 

5 

71 

4 

2 

5 

56 

3 

44 

164 

Menard 

372 

1 

55 

4 

24 

3 

16 

5 

71 

^ 

26 

It 

56 

3 

44 

165 

Mlrtlanrl 

229 

2 

54 

4 

6 

5 

15 

5 

64 

5 

5 

5 

56 

3 

44 

166 

Milam 

469 

1 

54 

4 

45 

2 

19 

4 

69 

5 

40 

3 

49 

4 

44 

167 

Mills 

376 

1 

55 

4 

14 

4 

19 

4 

74 

4 

47 

3 

52 

4 

44 

168 

Mltciiell 

381 

1 

50 

4 

23 

3 

16 

5 

68 

t 

21 

5 

59 

3 

44 

169 

Montague 

334 

2 

52 

4 

3 

5 

19 

4 

72 

4 

8 

5 

55 

3 

44 

170 

Montgcanery 

390 

1 

61 

4 

30 

3 

16 

5 

70 

4 

18 

5 

56 

3 

44 

171 

Moore 

175 

3 

52 

4 

2 

5 

18 

4 

75 

4 

^ 

5 

55 

3 

44 

172 

Morris 

509 

1 

49 

4 

13 

5 

16 

5 

80 

4 

39 

3 

52 

4 

44 

173 

Motley- 

292 

2 

54 

4 

27 

3 

17 

5 

74 

4 

ko 

3 

50 

4 

44 

174 

Nacogdoches 

498 

1 

52 

4 

27 

3 

18 

4 

67 

5 

37 

4 

52 

4 

44 

175 

HavaiTO 

396 

1 

51 

4 

30 

3 

17 

5 

71 

4 

23 

4  ■ 

51 

4 

44 

176 

Nevton 

592 

1 

52 

4 

67 

1 

17 

5 

73 

4 

56 

3 

53 

4 

44 

177 

Nolan 

296 

2 

55 

4 

8 

5 

18 

4 

83 

4 

15 

5 

53 

4 

44 

178 

Nueces 

264 

2 

51 

4 

23 

3 

17 

5 

73 

4 

8 

5 

55 

3 

44 

179 

Ochiltree 

126 

4 

49 

4 

4 

5 

16 

5 

74 

4 

6 

5 

49 

4 

44 

180 

Oldham 

174 

3 

51 

4 

8 

5 

2 

5 

21 

c; 

0 

5 

0 

9 
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Recipient    rate,    Rverage   assistance  payment,    and  national   quintile    rank   for  selected  public   assistance  progruaSt    by  county,    Jane    1960 

represents  the  highest  fifth  and  "S"  the  lowest  fifth,     a  "9 "  was  used  to  indicate  either  that  the  State  had  no  proeran  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In  the  coun^,} 


County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

Recipient  rate 

Average  payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

pajTDGnt 

Recipient 

race 

Average 

payment 

code 

Code 

Name 

per  1  eraon    i 

Per  family 

Bate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quln- 
tUe 

Rate 

Quln- 
tuc 

Amount 

ftuln- 
tue 

Amount 

l?jln- 
tlle 

Rate 

ftjlii- 

tUe 

Amount 

(JUlD- 

t(le 

44 

181 

Orange 

293 

2 

54 

4 

8 

5 

16 

5 

73 

4 

7 

5 

57 

3 

44 

182 

Palo  Pinto 

300 

^ 

54 

4 

9 

5 

16 

5 

65 

5 

15 

5 

55 

3 

44 

183 

Panola 

458 

1 

51 

4 

36 

2 

18 

4 

73 

4 

54 

3 

51 

4 

44 

184 

Parker 

349 

2 

53 

4 

5 

5 

18 

4 

62 

5 

16 

5 

54 

3 

44 

185 

Parmer 

214 

2 

55 

4 

2 

s 

18 

4 

80 

4 

4 

5 

63 

2 

44 

186 

Pecos 

250 

2 

50 

4 

20 

4 

16. 

5 

75 

4 

13 

5 

53 

4 

44 

187 

Polk 

507 

1 

51 

4 

37 

2 

17 

5 

72 

4 

33 

4 

50 

4 

44 

188 

Potter 

186 

3 

51 

4 

8 

5 

14 

5 

66 

5 

6 

5 

52 

4 

44 

189 

Presidio 

339 

2 

55 

4 

35 

2 

17 

5 

69 

5 

40 

3 

55 

3 

44 

190 

Rains 

574 

1 

53 

4 

26 

3 

20 

4 

66 

5 

60 

3 

52 

4 

44 

191 

Randall 

109 

4 

53 

4 

0 

5 

13 

5 

54 

5 

1 

5 

65 

2 

44 

192 

Reagan 

165 

3 

52 

4 

16 

4 

17 

5 

81 

4 

5 

5 

58 

3 

44 

193 

Real 

362 

1 

49 

4 

8 

5 

21 

4 

53 

5 

0 

5 

0 

9 

44 

194 

Red  River 

592 

1 

54 

4 

53 

2 

18 

4 

72 

4 

75 

2 

57 

3 

44 

195 

Reeves 

181 

3 

53 

4 

29 

3 

15 

5 

74 

4 

3 

5 

59 

3 

44 

196 

Refugio 

295 

2 

50 

4 

15 

4 

17 

5 

65 

5 

T 

5 

51 

4 

44 

197 

Roberts 

213 

2 

53 

4 

0 

5 

0 

9 

0 

9 

0 

5 

0 

9 

44 

198 

Robertson 

520 

1 

49 

4 

26 

3 

16 

5 

70 

4 

41 

3 

52 

4 

44 

199 

Rockwall 

384 

1 

54 

4 

26 

3 

18 

4 

65 

5 

T 

5 

65 

2 

44 

20  0 

Runnels 

309 

2 

53 

4 

15 

4 

19 

4 

73 

4 

9 

5 

58 

3 

TEXAS 
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Recipient    rate,    average   assistance   payment, 

(Qulntlle    ■!■  represents  Uie  highest   fifth  and   «&"  the  lowest  fifth. 


and  national   quintile    rank   for   selected  public   assistance   prograias,    by   county,    June    I960 

A  "9 «  was  usea   to  Indicate  either   that  tr.e  state  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In   t&e  county.) 


County 

OAA 

AFtx:                           1 

APTD 

State 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

code 

Code 

Name 

per  Derson 

Per  family     1 

payment 

Race 

Quln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quln- 
tlle 

Rate 

Quln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quln- 
tlle 

Rate 

^In- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quln- 
tlle 

44 

201 

Rusk 

471 

1 

51 

4 

33 

2 

17 

5 

69 

5 

37 

4 

53 

4 

44 

20Z 

Sabine 

575 

1 

53 

4 

27 

3 

17 

5 

73 

4 

63 

2 

49 

4 

44 

203 

San  Augustine 

572 

1 

51 

4 

41 

2 

17 

5 

78 

i+ 

48 

3 

47 

4 

44 

204 

San  Jacinto 

610 

1 

52 

4 

111 

1 

18 

4 

73 

4 

125 

1 

46 

4 

44 

20? 

San  Batrlcio 

290 

2 

52 

4 

31 

3 

17 

R 

72 

4 

9 

5 

49 

4 

44 

206 

San  Saba 

355 

1 

54 

4 

18 

i* 

20 

4 

71 

4 

31 

4 

60 

3 

44 

207 

Sctaeicher 

200 

3 

48 

4 

26 

3 

16 

5 

69 

5 

n 

5 

55 

2 

44 

208 

Scurry 

253 

2 

53 

4 

5 

5 

17 

5 

79 

4 

10 

5 

50 

4 

44 

209 

Shackelford 

297 

2 

54 

4 

13 

5 

17 

5 

59 

5 

18 

5 

46 

4 

44 

210 

Shelby 

563 

1 

51 

4 

42 

2 

18 

4 

70 

4 

51 

3 

52 

4 

44 

211 

Sherman 

79 

5 

48 

4 

K 

5 

13 

5 

68 

5 

0 

5 

0 

9 

44 

212 

Smith 

391 

1 

51 

4 

13 

5 

18 

4 

72 

4 

21 

5 

54 

3 

44 

213 

Somervell 

423 

1 

52 

4 

0 

5 

0 

9 

0 

9 

22 

It 

59 

3 

44 

214 

Starr 

594 

1 

55 

4 

64 

1 

18 

4 

72 

4 

44 

3 

51 

4 

44 

215 

Stephens 

285 

2 

53 

4 

22 

3 

14 

5 

56 

5 

ll> 

5 

50 

4 

44 

216 

Sterling 

227 

2 

52 

4 

25 

3 

18 

4 

70 

4 

0 

5 

0 

9 

44 

217 

Stonewall 

246 

2 

54 

4 

14 

4 

18 

4 

^3 

4 

6 

5 

55 

3 

44 

218 

Sutton 

246 

2 

51 

4 

13 

5 

19 

4 

79 

4 

25 

It 

53 

4 

44 

219 

Swisher 

154 

3 

50 

4 

3 

5 

17 

b 

77 

4 

V 

5 

36 

5 

44 

220 

Tarrant 

230 

2 

53 

4 

17 

4 

17 

5 

71 

4 

8 

5 

57 

3 
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Recipient    race,    average   assistance 

(^Intlle   •!■  represents  the  highest   ri  rth  and   "5"   the  lo 
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payment,    and  national  quintile    rank   for  selected  public  assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    1960 

vest  rirth.     A  "g"  was  used  Co  Indicate  either  chat  the  State  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In  the  county.) 


County 


223 
224 
22? 
226 

227 
22? 
22° 
23: 
231 
232 
233 
23^- 
23S 
2?£ 
2?7 
238 
235 
241 


Name 


Taylor 

Terrell 

Terry 

Throckmorton 

Titus 

Tc5m  Green 

Travis 

Trinity 

Tyler 

Upshur 

Upton 

Uvalde 

Val  Verde 

Van  Zandt 

Victoria 

Walker 

Waller 

Ward 

Washington 

Webb 


Recipient  race    Average  pajmenc 


Race 


254 
133 
294 
297 
511 
281 
270 
555 
453 
543 
237 
274 
207 
471 
2  91 
455 
494 
201 
388 
250 


IJJlrv- 
cUe 


53 
52 
57 
54 
54 
52 
55 
4  9 
49 
53 
56 
55 
46 
53 
52 
50 
49 
53 
49 
50 


Quln- 
Clle 


AFDC 


Reclplenc  race 


««=  I  Sir 


3 
5 

6 
0 

16 

21 
26 
63 
62 
22 
20 
28 
19 
28 
13 
30 
16 
4 
9 
39 


5 

5 

5 

5 

4 
4 
3 
1 
1 
3 
4 
3 
4 

3 
5 
3 
4 
5 
5 
2 


Average  pajment 


per  person    l     per  raally 


17 
20 
14 
0 
17 
16 
16 
17 
17 
17 
17 
18 
17 
18 
16 
16 
15 
19 
16 
17 


QglD- 
tlle 


Amount     *;°- 
tlle 


70 
71 
79 
0 
64 
68 
71 
65 
75 
60 
85 
70 
74 
67 
74 
69 
69 
56 
52 
70 


APTD 


Recipient  rate       Average  payment 


8 
0 

12 

13 

41 


44 
34 
45 

9 

12 
2 

28 

5 

27 

15 

6 

36 

10 


tUe 


53 
0 
54 
44 
58 
56 
56 
58 
47 
53 
49 
52 
61 
56 
58 
50 
45 
59 
48 
49 


cue 


4 

9 
3 
5 
3 
3 
3 
3 
4 
4 
4 
4 
3 
3 
3 
4 
5 
3 
4 
4 
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Recipient    rate,    average   assistance   payment,    and  national   quintile    rank   for  selected  public   assistance   programs,    by  county,    June    I960 
{Qulntlle    ■!■  represents  tbe  highest  rifth  and  *b'  the  lowest   fifth,      a  '9 »  was  used  to  indicate  either  that  the  state  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In  the  couricy.] 


County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

Stite 

Recipient  race 

Average 

pajraenc 

Recipient  race 

Average 

payraenc 

Reclplen 

c  race 

Average 

code 

Code 

Name 

per  iierson 

Per  faullj 

paymenc 

Race 

Suln- 
Clle 

jtoounc 

CUe 

Race 

^!n- 
cue 

Amounc 

Quln- 
Cllc 

Amount 

JJln- 
clle 

?itc 

Oiln- 
tlle 

AEOuriC 

*ilr^ 
cue 

4i( 

241 

Wharton 

368 

1 

52 

4 

41 

2 

17 

5 

73 

4 

25 

4 

55 

3 

44 

242 

Wheeler 

321 

2 

52 

4 

24 

3 

18 

4 

70 

4 

24 

4 

5  7 

3 

44 

243 

Wichita 

196 

3 

52 

4 

9 

5 

16 

5 

66 

5 

5 

5 

54 

3 

44 

244 

Wilbarger 

278 

2 

52 

4 

17 

4 

17 

5 

67 

5 

14 

5 

59 

3 

44 

245 

Willacy 

309 

2 

53 

4 

44 

2 

17 

5 

73 

4 

16 

5 

51 

4 

44 

246 

Hilllamson 

310 

2 

52 

4 

25 

3 

16 

5 

69 

5 

29 

4 

50 

4 

44 

247 

WilBon 

388 

1 

52 

4 

34 

2 

17 

5 

70 

4 

27 

4 

56 

3 

44 

248 

Winkler 

175 

3 

48 

4 

3 

5 

17 

c 

66 

5 

1 

5 

42 

5 

44 

249 

Wise 

345 

2 

53 

4 

6 

5 

18 

4 

71 

u 

6 

5 

54 

3 

44 

250 

Wood 

457 

1 

52 

4 

19 

4 

16 

5 

52 

5 

15 

5 

59 

3 

44 

251 

Yoakum 

185 

3 

53 

4 

0 

5 

0 

9 

0 

9 

S 

5 

63 

2 

44 

252 

Young 

297 

2 

52 

4 

7 

c, 

16 

5 

85 

4 

22 

U 

52 

4 

44 

253 

Zapata 

418 

1 

50 

4 

29 

3 

17 

5 

69 

5 

23 

It 

47 

4 

44 

254 

Zavala 

272 

2 

53 

4 

65 

1 

17 

5 

1 

76 

4 

111 

5 

47 

4 

160 
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Recipient    rate,    average  assistance  payment,    and  national  quintile    rank  for  selected  public  assistance  prograas,    by  county,    June    I960 

represents  Lhe  nighest   fifth  and   "5'   the  lowest  fl  rUi.      A  "9"  was  used  to  Indicate  either  Chat  the  State  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  in  the  counl7.) 


County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

pajnent 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

pajnent 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

code 

Code 

Nane 

Per     erson     1 

Per  family 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Bate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

4uln- 
tUc 

Amount 

»iln- 
tue 

Rate 

(jiin- 
tiic 

Amount 

^In- 
tue 

45 

1 

Beaver 

182 

3 

70 

2 

12 

5 

33 

2 

110 

2 

33 

Iv 

77 

45 

2 

Box  Elder 

137 

3 

72 

2 

12 

5 

39 

1 

137 

1 

24 

4 

79 

45 

3 

Cache 

117 

4 

74 

2 

12 

5 

33 

2 

127 

2 

30 

4 

61 

45 

4 

Carbon 

131 

4 

55 

3 

28 

3 

37 

149 

1 

44 

3 

73 

45 

5 

Daggett 

l&L 

3 

61 

3 

2 

5 

43 

43 

5 

16 

5 

74 

45 

6 

Davis 

73 

5 

58 

2 

13 

5 

39 

150 

1 

15 

5 

75 

45 

7 

Duchesne 

261 

2 

71 

2 

34 

2 

40 

147 

1 

85 

2 

77 

45 

3 

Snery 

345 

2 

71 

2 

41 

2 

42 

130 

2 

95 

2 

63 

45 

9 

Garfield 

320 

2 

57 

2 

41 

2 

42 

136 

1 

155 

1 

86 

45 

10 

Grand 

101 

4 

62 

3 

10 

5 

45 

150 

1 

12 

5 

67 

45 

11 

Iron 

138 

3 

71 

2 

10 

5 

43 

140 

1 

24 

4 

61 

45 

12 

J\iab 

249 

2 

63 

3 

38 

2 

38 

126 

2 

216 

1 

63 

45 

13 

Kane 

240 

2 

71 

2 

18 

4 

44 

117 

2 

5l^ 

3 

84 

45 

14 

Mlllnrd 

207 

3 

68 

2 

25 

3 

38 

126 

2 

94 

2 

73 

45 

15 

Morgan 

124 

4 

72 

2 

2 

5 

t9 

74 

4 

3D 

It 

69 

UTAH 
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Recipient    rate,    average  asaiatance  payment,    and  national  quintilc    rank   for  aelected  public  assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    i960 

(^Jlncile   •!■  represents  Lhe  highest  rirth  and   •&•  the  lowest  firui.      a  -9  •  was  used  to  Indicate  either  that  the  State  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no  reclpUnts  In   the  county.) 


State 

County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

Recipient  race 

Average 

pajroenc 

Reclplenc  race 

Average  payment 

Reclplenc  race 

Average 

code 

Code 

Name 

pajoent 

per     ersoD 

Per  rmlly 

Race 

ftjln- 
tUe 

iUQOunc 

Quln- 
Clle 

Rate 

(Juln- 
CUe 

Amount 

Quln- 
Cllc 

Amount 

*Jln- 
cue 

Rate 

31 ID- 

tUe 

Afflount 

9ilD- 

tlle 

45 

16 

Piut& 

256 

2 

69 

2 

24 

3 

38 

185 

174 

1 

63 

2 

4S 

\  7 

Bldx 

1  17 

4 

75 

2 

13 

5 

40 

177 

13 

5 

84 

1 

45 

18 

Salt  Lake 

112 

4 

73 

2 

27 

3 

38 

138 

58 

3 

81 

1 

45 

19 

San  Juan 

265 

2 

54 

4 

53 

1 

35 

140 

S2 

k 

56 

3 

45 

2C 

Sanpete 

273 

2 

59 

2 

40 

2 

39 

133 

137 

1 

71 

2 

45 

21 

Sevier 

212 

2 

58 

2 

27 

3 

33 

120 

122 

1 

63 

2 

45 

22 

Sujamit 

127 

4 

70 

2 

30 

3 

36 

122 

62 

3 

78 

1 

45 

23 

Tooele 

109 

4 

73 

2 

22 

3 

40 

135 

27 

4 

69 

2 

45 

24 

Uintah 

155 

3 

58 

2 

8 

5 

40 

143 

23 

4 

85 

1 

45 

25 

Utah 

145 

3 

69 

2 

24 

3 

40 

143 

41 

3 

81 

1 

45 

26 

Wasatch 

188 

3 

73 

2 

35 

2 

34 

133 

44 

3 

70 

2 

45 

27 

Washington 

203 

3 

71 

2 

39 

2 

41 

139 

100 

2 

7* 

2 

45 

28 

Wajne 

300 

2 

64 

3 

28 

3 

36 

154 

1*9 

3 

52 

4 

45 

2Q 

Weber 

102 

4 

74 

2 

27 

3 

37 

143 

61 

3 

73 

2 
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Recipient    race,    aTerEge   assistance   paynxnt,    and   national   quintile    rank    for  selected  public   assistance   programs,    by  county,    June    1960 
(Oilntlle   •!•  represents  Uie  Meticst   ri  rui  ana   -S"  tde  lowest   fl  rtli.      A  -9 "  was  used  to  Indicate  either  that  tr.e  state  had  no  proeran  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In   tSe  countj.] 


County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Reclplen 

rate 

Average 

payment 

Code 

Name 

Per  r,  nlly 

Rate 

l^ln- 
tlle 

AEOlint 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Qulrt- 
tlle 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

AjBOunt 

Quin- 
tile 

ie 

1 

Addison 

149 

3 

60 

3 

19 

4 

30 

2 

118 

2 

36 

4 

62 

3 

46 

2 

Bennington 

1C7 

4 

68 

2 

19 

4 

30 

2 

114 

2 

38 

4 

55 

2 

46 

3 

Calendonla 

143 

3 

59 

3 

20 

4 

29 

3 

113 

2 

51 

3 

57 

3 

46 

4 

Chittenden 

140 

3 

50 

3 

16 

^ 

31 

- 

1  1  1 

2 

46 

3 

61 

3 

46 

5 

Essex 

149 

3 

59 

3 

16 

4 

2^ 

^ 

96 

3 

44 

3 

60 

3 

46 

6 

Frank  li,n 

155 

3 

50 

3 

22 

3 

3  2 

2 

1  12 

2 

46 

3 

66 

2 

46 

7 

Grand  Isle 

125 

4 

60 

3 

35 

2 

3  2 

2 

129 

2 

93 

2 

81 

1 

46 

8 

Tpmn1 1  le 

148 

3 

55 

3 

lo 

4 

25 

3 

94 

3 

37 

4 

32 

1 

46 

9 

Orange 

146 

3 

55 

3 

20 

4 

28 

3 

114 

2 

51 

3 

65 

2 

46 

10 

Orleans 

169 

3 

63 

3 

14 

4 

2  7 

3 

94 

3 

48 

3 

62 

3 

46 

11 

Riitlnnrl 

127 

4 

62 

3 

18 

4 

30 

2 

101 

3 

45 

3 

57 

2 

46 

12 

Washington 

129 

4 

54 

3 

14 

u 

31 

2 

108 

3 

43 

3 

63 

2 

46 

13 

Windham 

80 

5 

63 

3 

15 

4 

2a 

3 

98 

3 

33 

4 

55 

2 

46 

14 

Windsor 

95 

4 

54 

3 

16 

4 

31          2 

109          2 

50 

3 

63 

2 

VIRGINIA 
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St  act 
code 


Count  y 


OAA 


recipient   rate     Average  payment 


AFDC 


F'eclplent  rate 


' Per  ;erson 


Amount  I  f^ 


Averagg   pajraer.t 


APTD 


Feclplent  rate        Average  paynent 


hi 


47 

4 

47 

s 

47 

6 

47 

7 

47 

; 

47 

= 

47 

IC 

47 

11 

47 

1' 

47 

13 

47 

14 

47 

15 

47 

16 

47 

17 

47 

18 

47 

19 

47 

2  0 

47 

21 

47 

22 

Accomack 
Albemarle 

Alleghany 

Amelia 

Amherst 

Appomattox 

Arlington 

Augusta 

Bath 

Bedford 

Bland 

Botetourt 

Brunswicit 

Buchanan 

Buckingham 

Campbell 

Caroline 

Carroll 

Charles  City 

Charlotte 

Chesterfield 

Clarke 


56 
36 

1C5 
27 
65 
13 
35 
50 
35 
81 
5  3 
66 

104 
57 
51 
54 
91 
39 
50 
25 
37 


34 

30 
41 

24 

35 
70 
39 
29 
36 
3  0 
40 
30 
36 
23 
38 
43 
30 
29 
32 
46 
43 


14 

6 

13 

23 

7 

21 

7 

16 

IS 

25 

16 

6 

4 

14 

14 

16 
14 
17 
1  3 
16 
32- 
22 
15 
11 
21 
22 
11 
17 
10 
19 
14 
15 
17 
11 
25 
14 


51 
79 
66 
53 
49 
58 

122 
86 
50 
51 
67 
81 
39 
72 
46 
76 
49 
61 
55 
35 

103 
70 


59 
27 

9 

89 

6 

37 
5 
12 
33 
12 
15 

22 
27 

44 

17 

1 1 

42 
59 

36 

34 
5 

9 


36 
38 
34 

44 
2  9 
39 
75 
46 
49 
39 
25 


4 

29 

3 

36 

5 

26 

s 

31 

3 

30 

3 

32 

K 

38 

4 

34 

5 

53 

5 

88 
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Recipient    rate,    average   assistance  payment,    and  national  quintile    rank    for  selected  public  assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    1960 

preaer.Ls  ci-.e  highest  fl  rtti  ^d  "6"  the  lowest  fifth.      A  "9"  was  used  to  Indicate  either  that  tl,e  state  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In  the  county.) 


32 

?3 


'.I 
43 


Count  y 


Name 


Craig 

Culpeper 

Cumberland 

Dickenson 

Dinwiddle 

Essex 

FairfcLX 

Fauquier 

Floyd 

Fluvanna 

Franklin 

Frederick 

Giles 

Gloucester 

Goochland 

Grayson 

Greene 

Greensville 

Halifax 

Hanover 

Henrico 

Henry 


OAA 


Recipient  rate     Average  payment 


ate 


5: 

25 

5,' 

188 

26 

IP 
3^ 
7  0 
go 
33 
5C 
5b 
52 
50 
104 
130 
72 
79 
27 
15 
31 


36 
36 
27 
34 


34 

51 

34 

5 

35 

33 

27 

37 

3  0 

45 

51 

32 


AFDC 


Recipient  rate 


Suln- 
tue 


per  rersor.     I     Per  family 


IS 
16 
10 

14 
1^' 

17 
31 
14 
14 

12 


APTD 


Recipient   rate         Average  payrent 


72 
73 
50 
45 
51 
46 

101 
83 
d9 


22 

1  5 
33 
93 
15 

23 


36 
10 
24 
35 
57 
26 
54 
104 
46 
49 

1 1 


27 
49 
3  9 
47 
30 
3  6 
23 
34 
31 
43 
58 
31 
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'  represents  Lhe  highest   rifth  and  -5"  the  lowest  riroi.      a 
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■9"  was  used  to  Indlcaie  either  that  tf.e  State  had  no  progran  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In   the  county,] 
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State 

County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

fiecjplenc  race 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Averag 

Code 

Name 

payment 

code 

Per  person 

Per  r  til? 

Rale 

Quln- 
tlle 

Araoujit 

Quln- 
clle 

Race 

Quln- 
Clle 

Amount 

Qu  In- 
cite 

Amount 

Quln- 
tUe 

Rate 

3uln- 
tlle 

Amount 

(Juln- 
clle 

47 

45 

HlghdBnd 

47 

3 

41 

5 

10 

5 

19 

u 

49 

5 

*1 

3 

37 

5 

47 

4t 

Isle  of  Wight 

62 

5 

42 

s 

22 

3 

19 

4 

54 

5 

56 

3 

42 

5 

47 

47 

James  City 

23 

5 

32 

5 

13 

5 

14 

5 

75 

4 

17 

5 

40 

5 

47 

48 

King  &  Queen 

71 

5 

32 

5 

13 

5 

17 

5 

51 

5 

52 

3 

37 

5 

47 

49 

King  George 

56 

5 

47 

4 

10 

' 

13 

5 

55 

5 

16 

5 

59 

3 

47 

50 

King  William 

63 

5 

35 

5 

24 

3 

15 

5 

66 

5 

23 

* 

35 

5 

47 

51 

Lancaster 

46 

5 

42 

5 

25 

3 

20 

4 

82 

4 

54 

3 

35 

5 

47 

52 

Lee 

115 

4 

30 

5 

94 

1 

17 

5 

68 

5 

89 

2 

33 

5 

47 

53 

Loudoun 

35 

5 

47 

4 

12 

5 

24 

3 

105 

3 

14 

5 

50 

4 

47 

5  4 

Louisa 

42 

5 

36 

5 

19 

4 

13 

5 

62 

6 

37 

4 

31 

5 

47 

5  5 

Lune  nburg 

66 

5 

36 

5 

12 

5 

10 

5 

40 

5 

39 

3 

35 

5 

4  7 

56 

Madison 

82 

5 

32 

5 

35 

2 

17 

5 

58 

5 

52 

3 

39 

5 

47 

57 

Mathews 

45 

5 

40 

'-> 

34 

2 

18 

4 

49 

5 

50 

3 

35 

5 

47 

58 

Mecklenburg 

88 

4 

39 

' 

20 

4 

14 

5 

52 

5 

45 

3 

42 

5 

47 

RQ 

Middlesex 

51 

5 

37 

5 

10 

5 

13 

5 

39 

5 

41 

3 

37 

5 

47 

6." 

Montgomery 

40 

5 

45 

5 

13 

5 

22 

4 

82 

4 

21 

5 

45 

4 

47 

61 

Nansemond 

57 

5 

40 

5 

15 

4 

15 

5 

61 

5 

48 

3 

52 

4 

47 

62 

Nelson 

153 

3 

31 

5 

6 

5 

14 

5 

45 

5 

27 

4 

35 

5 

47 

63 

New  Kent 

47 

5 

34 

5 

21 

4 

13 

5 

53 

5 

21 

5 

45 

5 

47 

64 

Norfolk 

53 

5 

44 

5 

19 

4 

20 

^ 

83 

4 

23 

4 

48 

4 

47 

65 

Northampton 

67 

5 

33 

5 

10 

5 

11 

5 

47 

5 

53 

3 

35 

5 

47 

66 

Northumberland 

38 

5 

40 

5 

7 

5 

20 

4 

52 

5 

15 

5 

34 

5 

IQQ  VIRGINIA 
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{^mtlle   'i'  represents  Uie  hlgliest  fifth  and   •&■  the  lowest  rifth.      A  *9*  was  used  to  Indlcacc  either  that  the  State  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In  the  county.) 


County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

Sctce 

Reclplenc  race 

Average  paymend 

Reclplen 

rate 

Average 

pajnent             I 

Recipient 

rate 

Average 

payment 

code 

Code 

Name 

Per  person 

Per  rajnlly     1 

Race 

»iln- 
clle 

AJDOULC 

Quln- 
Clle 

Rate 

Qulri- 
tlle 

Amount     «J}r 

Amount 

Quln- 

Rate 

9jln- 
tue 

Amount 

Qjln- 
cue 

tV 

67 

Nottoiray 

32 

5 

35 

5 

10 

5 

16 

5 

51 

5 

30 

4 

42 

5 

47 

68 

Orange 

47 

5 

43 

5 

16 

4 

19 

4 

79 

4 

39 

3 

51 

4 

47 

69 

Page 

66 

5 

43 

s 

37 

2 

19 

4 

65 

5 

51 

3 

46 

4 

47 

70 

Patrick 

84 

5 

20 

5 

22 

3 

11 

5 

42 

5 

35 

4 

26 

5 

47 

71 

Pittsylvania 

59 

5 

31 

5 

6 

5 

12 

5 

48 

5 

15 

5 

38 

5 

47 

72 

Powhatan 

64 

5 

39 

c, 

12 

5 

18 

4 

56 

5 

31 

4 

58 

3 

47 

73 

Prince  Edward 

55 

5 

29 

5 

11 

5 

14 

5 

49 

5 

24 

4 

28 

5 

47 

74 

Prince  George 

56 

5 

46 

s 

16 

4 

17 

R 

73 

'^ 

13 

5 

44 

5 

47 

75 

Prince  Wimam 

47 

5 

49 

4 

5 

5 

21 

4 

96 

3 

8 

5 

56 

3 

47 

76 

Princess  Anne 

35 

5 

44 

5 

B 

5 

17 

5 

74 

4 

9 

5 

49 

4 

47 

77 

Pulaski 

79 

5 

43 

5 

26 

3 

22 

4 

77 

4 

49 

3 

48 

4 

47 

78 

Rappahannock 

63 

5 

39 

5 

19 

4 

21 

4 

64 

5 

40 

3 

27 

5 

47 

79 

Richmond 

62 

5 

37 

5 

33 

2 

16 

5 

49 

5 

29 

4 

30 

5 

47 

80 

Roanoke 

46 

5 

50 

4 

11 

5 

24 

3 

91 

3 

13 

5 

58 

3 

47 

81 

Rockbridge 

55 

5 

43 

5 

25 

3 

20 

4 

73 

4 

35 

4 

43 

5 

47 

82 

Rockingham 

54 

5 

41 

5 

15 

4 

21 

4 

74 

4 

32 

4 

44 

5 

47 

83 

Russell 

102 

4 

34 

5 

32 

3 

15 

Ck 

61 

5 

63 

2 

33 

5 

47 

84 

Scott 

72 

5 

31 

5 

41 

2 

16 

5 

68 

5 

61 

3 

35 

5 

47 

85 

Shenandoah 

37 

5 

44 

5 

16 

4 

18 

4 

69 

5 

20 

5 

50 

4 

47 

86 

Sn^yth 

53 

5 

41 

5 

26 

3 

15 

5 

57 

5 

29 

4 

41 

5 

47 

87 

Southampton 

95 

4 

33 

5 

9 

5 

10 

5 

42 

(^ 

43 

3 

33 

5 

47 

88 

Spotsylvania 

52 

5 

48 

4 

12 

5 

17 

5 

71 

4 

26 

4 

50 

4 

Recipient    rate,    average   assistance  payment,    and 

(Qjintlle    ■!■  represents  the  highest   firth  and   'b'  the  lowest   fifth.      A 
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State 

County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

pajmenc 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

Code 

Name 

payment 

code 

per  iierson 

Per  fsmllj 

Rate 

«ilii- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

^jln- 

tlle 

AF.O:^nt 

Quin- 
tile 

47 

89 

Stafford 

32 

5 

41 

5 

4 

5 

12 

5 

52 

5 

K 

5 

44 

5 

47 

90 

Surry 

44 

5 

34 

5 

5 

5 

12 

5 

28 

5 

27 

k 

24 

5 

47 

91 

Sussex 

56 

5 

37 

5 

20 

4 

15 

5 

72 

4 

64 

2 

33 

5 

47 

°2 

Tazewell 

52 

5 

43 

5 

33 

2 

2  2 

4 

93 

3 

50 

3 

48 

4 

47 

93 

Warren 

52 

5 

42 

5 

18 

4 

22 

4 

73 

4 

25 

4 

53 

4 

47 

94 

Washington 

56 

5 

44 

5 

30 

3 

18 

4 

77 

4 

46 

3 

41 

5 

47 

95 

Westmoreland 

45 

5 

39 

5 

29 

3 

13 

5 

51 

5 

39 

3 

40 

5 

47 

96 

Wise 

93 

4 

36 

5 

48 

2 

21 

4 

88 

3 

75 

2 

38 

5 

47 

97 

Wythe 

99 

4 

40 

5 

19 

4 

19 

4 

70 

4 

44 

3 

50 

4 

47 

98 

York 

12 

5 

42 

5 

3 

5 

20 

4 

70 

4 

3 

5 

80 

1 

47 

99 

Alexandria 

24 

5 

52 

4 

9 

5 

27 

3 

122 

2 

12 

5 

60 

3 

47 

100 

Bristol 

74 

5 

41 

5 

40 

2 

23 

4 

92 

3 

34 

4 

53 

4 

47 

101 

Buena  Vista 

46 

5 

42 

5 

37 

2 

18 

4 

64 

5 

22 

It 

50 

4 

47 

102 

Charlottesville 

35 

5 

48 

4 

10 

5 

17 

R 

57 

5 

23 

4 

51 

4 

47 

103 

Clifton  Forge 

25 

5 

35 

5 

19 

4 

18 

4 

81 

4 

38 

4 

47 

4 

47 

104 

Colonial  Heights 

14 

5 

44 

5 

0 

5 

55 

1 

110 

2 

5 

5 

74 

2 

47 

106 

Danville 

48 

5 

53 

4 

35 

2 

25 

3 

95 

3 

34 

4 

61 

3 

47 

108 

Fredericksburg 

39 

5 

55 

3 

17 

4 

21 

4 

77 

4 

23 

4 

52 

4 

47 

109 

Galax 

59 

5 

31 

5 

18 

4 

20 

4 

87 

4 

40 

3 

38 

5 

47 

110 

Hampton 

22 

5 

48 

4 

10 

5 

21 

4 

93 

3 

12 

5 

52 

4 

168 
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VIRGINIA 
Recipient    rate,    average   assistance   payment,    and   national   quintile    rank   for   selected  public   assistance   programs,    by  county,    June    1960 

represents  ziie  highest   rirtli  and   "5"  the  lowest  rifth.      A  '9'  was  used  to   Indicate  either  that  the  state  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In   the  county.) 


County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

Scate 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

ayment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient 

rate 

Average 

payment 

code 

Code 

Sane 

per  1  erson     1 

per  ramuy 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

^7 

HI 

Harrisonburg 

48 

5 

53 

4 

6 

5 

21 

4 

98 

3 

30 

4 

62 

3 

Il~ 

112 

Hopevell 

47 

5 

47 

4 

15 

4 

21 

4 

85 

4 

19 

5 

55 

3 

u- 

113 

lynchburg 

45 

5 

55 

4 

24 

'- 

21 

4 

86 

4 

28 

4 

56 

3 

i.7 

114 

Martinsville 

32 

5 

34 

c 

10 

5 

19 

4 

79 

4 

6 

5 

38 

5 

i7 

115 

Newport  News 

45 

5 

49 

4 

23 

3 

23 

4 

100 

3 

24 

4 

63 

2 

t? 

116 

Norfolk 

56 

5 

57 

3 

34 

2 

24 

3 

106 

3 

34 

4 

63 

2 

1^7 

117 

Norton 

64 

5 

37 

5 

47 

2 

21 

4 

75 

4 

44 

3 

37 

3 

ul 

118 

Petersburg 

53 

5 

48 

4 

48 

2 

18 

4 

76 

4 

74 

2 

51 

4 

i7 

11  = 

Portsmouth 

5  0 

5 

50 

4 

36 

2 

20 

4 

94 

3 

35 

4 

52 

4 

47 

17' 

RecLford 

47 

5 

46 

6 

15 

4 

21 

4 

83 

4 

22 

4 

56 

3 

47 

121 

Riohmond 

52 

5 

64 

3 

60 

1 

23 

4 

91} 

3 

64 

2 

63 

2 

47 

122 

Roanoke 

51 

5 

48 

4 

51 

2 

24 

3 

92 

3 

45 

3 

57 

3 

47 

124 

South  Norfolk 

54 

5 

51 

4 

3  0 

3 

25 

3 

92 

3 

42 

3 

52 

4 

47 

125 

Staunton 

27 

5 

51 

4 

6 

5 

24 

3 

97 

3 

14 

5 

51 

4 

47 

126 

Suffolk 

52 

5 

43 

5 

24 

3 

ZZ 

4 

87 

4 

66 

2 

53 

4 

47 

128 

Waynesboro 

30 

5 

54 

4 

10 

5 

Zb 

3 

101 

3 

10 

5 

70 

2 

47 

120 

Williamsburg 

8 

5 

48 

4 

V 

5 

11 

5 

27 

5 

8 

5 

60 

3 

47 

;-'' 

Winchester 

25 

5 

52 

4 

14 

4 

18          4 

68 

5 

16 

5 

49 

4 

WASHINGTON 
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Recipient    rate,    average   assistance   payment,    and  nat 

(Quincile    ■!■  represents  U\e  highest   fl  fLh  and   *b'   Che  lowest   fifth.      A  »9  ■ 


ional   quintile    rank    for  selected  public   assistance   prognuss,    by  county,    June    1960 

was  used   Co   Indicate  either  thac  the  State  had  no  program  or  that  Uiere  were  no  recipients  In    the  county.) 


County 


OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

Recipient  rate 

Average  payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment             1 

Recipient 

rate 

Average 

code 

Code 

Name 

per  1  erson 

Per  r  nil?     I 

payment 

Rate 

ftjln- 
tUe 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

*Jln- 
tlle 

Rate 

(JJln- 
tlle 

Amount 

quin- 
tile 

48 

1 

Adams 

92 

4 

85 

12 

5 

44 

1  3  9 

29 

H 

82 

48 

2 

Asotin 

242 

2 

90 

46 

2 

4d 

164 

51 

3 

109 

48 

3 

Benton 

173 

3 

88 

19 

4 

43 

167 

14 

5 

91 

4B 

4 

Chelan 

211 

3 

38 

31 

3 

42 

163 

52 

3 

98 

46 

S 

Clallam 

220 

2 

91 

43 

2 

43 

152 

46 

3 

113 

48 

6 

Clark 

195 

3 

88 

29 

3 

46 

167 

60 

3 

96 

48 

7 

Columbia 

216 

2 

88 

26 

3 

48 

1  44 

63 

2 

94 

48 

8 

Cowlitz 

196 

3 

85 

36 

2 

45 

151 

61 

3 

92 

48 

« 

Douglas 

168 

3 

93 

20 

4 

44 

173 

59 

3 

101 

48 

10 

Ferry 

248 

2 

8  2 

26 

3 

37 

111 

36 

It 

78 

48 

11 

Franklin 

147 

3 

87 

42 

2 

45 

173 

38 

4 

89 

48 

12 

Garfield 

163 

82 

8 

5 

54 

118 

Ik 

5 

128 

48 

13 

Grant 

151 

3 

86 

16 

4 

44 

168 

17 

5 

82 

48 

14 

Grays  Harbor 

208 

3 

76 

38 

2 

38 

140 

97 

2 

86 

1 

48 

15 

Island 

158 

3 

85 

7 

5 

39 

128 

15 

5 

78 

48 

16 

Jefferson 

199 

3 

92 

37 

2 

43 

164 

41 

3 

99 

48 

17 

King 

141 

3 

86 

23 

3 

45 

158 

28 

4 

101 

48 

18 

Kitsap 

159 

3 

88 

33 

2 

45 

157 

35 

4 

97 

48 

IQ 

Kittitas 

193 

3 

85 

30 

3 

45 

163 

55 

3 

93 

48 

20 

Klickitat 

174 

3 

83 

30 

3 

38 

138 

26 

4 

88 

170 


WASHINGTON 
Recipient    rate,    average   assistance  payment,    and  national  quintile    rank   for  sel-cted  public   assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    I960 

represents  the  hlshest   fifth  and  'b*  the  lowest   flfUi.      A  '9*  was  used  to   Indicate  either  that  the  state  had  no  program  or  Chat  there  were  no  recipients  In   the  counc?.) 


County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

State 

Recipient  rate 

Average  payment 

Reclplen 

rate 

Average  payment              1 

Recipient 

rate 

Average  payment 

code 

Code 

Name 

per  ijerson     1 

Per  r  Blly    1 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

Siln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

_6 

71 

Lswis 

232 

2 

86 

30 

3 

43 

1 

148 

HI 

1 

95 

ig 

2' 

Lincoln 

116 

4 

81 

3 

5 

50 

1 

135 

21 

5 

95 

ia 

23 

Mason 

157 

3 

83 

21 

4 

45 

133 

39 

3 

102 

^B 

24 

Okanogan 

226 

- 

98 

34 

2 

41 

131 

62 

3 

107 

^^8 

25 

Pacific 

194 

3 

7  ^ 

32 

3 

43 

155 

52 

3 

87 

i^B 

26 

Pend  Oreille 

218 

2 

84 

45 

2 

48 

162 

88 

2 

83 

^6 

27 

Pierce 

159 

3 

63 

32 

3 

44 

159 

41 

3 

97 

i.8 

28 

San  Juan 

141 

3 

7  3 

21 

4 

43 

200 

^ 

3 

79 

t^S 

2° 

Skagit 

182 

3 

85 

20 

t+ 

46 

152 

bZ 

3 

93 

iS 

3: 

Skanania 

25  = 

2 

78 

52 

2 

42 

188 

61 

3 

96 

'^e 

11 

Snohoniish 

18° 

3 

90 

30 

3 

44 

160 

51 

3 

98 

^8 

?2 

Spokane 

187 

3 

90 

45 

2 

46 

161 

53 

3 

100 

■, 

^5 

33 

Stevens 

2  49 

2 

86 

42 

2 

40 

150 

73 

2 

84 

i-S 

34 

Thurston 

174 

3 

85 

32 

3 

46 

165 

58 

3 

92 

46 

35 

Wahkiakum 

142 

3 

98 

3 

5 

45 

91 

69 

2 

93 

48 

Q  t 

Walla  Walla 

181 

3 

86 

39 

2 

47 

163 

47 

3 

99 

46 

3  7 

Whatcom 

239 

2 

89 

45 

2 

46 

158 

61 

3 

100 

46 

36 

Whitman 

144 

3 

97 

10 

5 

40 

143 

23 

4 

115 

4  5 

-t-- 

Yakima 

258 

2 

8fc 

1 

50 

2 

46 

166 

93 

2 

97 

WEST   VIBGINIA 
Recipient    rate,    average    assistance  payront,    and  national  quintile    rank    for  selected  public   assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    1960 
(SJlntlle   ■!"  represents  tue  highest,  firth  and  -s-  Uic  lowest  rifUi.     A  -9 ■  v.as  used  to  Indicate  either  that  tf.e  state  had  no  prograit  or  that  there  »ere  no  recipients  In  the  county.) 
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State 

County 

OAA 

ATOC 

APTD 

Seclcler 

t  rate 

Average 

pajner.t 

Feclplen 

t  rate 

Av^ra;p 

;a:.~er.-. 

RecUler. 

u  rate 

Average 

Code 

Name 

:ayr,er.t 

code 

Fer   rarr;:y 

Rate 

»Jln- 
tlle 

Anount 

Quln- 
tUe 

Rate 

Bula- 
tue 

A-T.ount 

iuln- 
tlle 

Arour,: 

tUc 

Rate 

JJlr,- 
tlle 

Amount 

iuln- 
1 1 1  e 

49 

1 

Barbour 

168 

3 

35 

5 

121 

2^ 

i- 

c9 

3 

135 

'^■^ 

5 

49 

7 

Berkeley 

42 

5 

41 

t 

31 

24 

93 

3 

13 

5 

42 

5 

49 

1 

Boone 

140 

3 

37 

5 

125 

2  ^ 

i. 

iCl 

3 

106 

2 

40 

5 

49 

4 

Braxton 

248 

2 

33 

5 

156 

2  1 

- 

90 

3 

205 

1 

36 

5 

49 

Q 

Brooke 

44 

5 

45 

5 

2  2 

24 

31 

4 

17 

5 

44 

5 

49 

^ 

Cabell 

61 

5 

44 

5 

41 

2  3 

Ur 

38 

3 

32 

4 

^3 

5 

49 

7 

Calhoun 

221 

2 

33 

5 

143 

2  3 

^ 

80 

4 

137 

1 

35 

5 

49 

3 

Clay 

286 

2 

36 

5 

184 

22 

H- 

95 

3 

151 

1 

37 

5 

49 

q 

Doddridge 

155 

3 

36 

5 

66 

22 

U, 

90 

3 

117 

1 

36 

5 

49 

1? 

Fayette 

114 

4 

37 

5 

122 

22 

H 

96 

3 

143 

1 

39 

5 

49 

11 

Gilmer 

186 

3 

36 

5 

191 

22 

4 

96 

3 

126 

1 

37 

5 

49 

12 

Grant 

144 

3 

39 

5 

79 

22 

4 

90 

3 

97 

2 

41 

5 

49 

1^ 

Greenbrier 

124 

4 

36 

5 

li^ 

22 

4 

33 

4 

86 

-> 

38 

5 

49 

14 

Hampshire 

178 

3 

39 

5 

75 

23 

- 

87 

4 

45 

3 

44 

5 

4« 

1? 

Hancock 

43 

5 

45 

5 

11 

24 

3 

88 

3 

9 

5 

47 

A- 

49 

16 

Hardy 

177 

3 

37 

5 

77 

21 

- 

78 

4 

lO-* 

2 

tl 

5 

49 

1^ 

Harrison 

46 

5 

37 

5 

10 

21 

4 

79 

4 

15 

3 

38 

5 

49 

18 

Jackson 

166 

■3 

36 

5 

65 

24 

3 

93 

3 

41 

3 

33 

5 

49 

1« 

Jefferson 

60 

5 

39 

5 

56 

23 

76 

4 

21 

5 

37 

5 

49 

20 

Kanavha 

38 

4 

42 

5 

52 

23 

-t 

9o 

3 

54 

3 

47 

4 

172 


ireST  VIRGINIA 
Recipient    race,    average    assistance  payment,    ajid  national   quintile    rank    for  selected  public   assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    I960 

represents  the  tilgties:    rifth  and   "5"   Che  lowest  firth.      A  "9»  was  used   to   Indicate  either  that  tt.e  state  had  no  program  or  that  tiiere  were  no  recipients  In   tue  county.) 


2i 

26 

2^ 
2S 
29 
30 
31 


3  ^ 
37 
38 
39 


Count  y 


Name 


Lewis 

lincoln 

Logan 

McDowell 

Marion 

Kiar  shall 

Mason 

Mercer 

Mineral 

Mingo 

Monongalie 

t'lonroe 

Morgan 

Nicholas 

Ohio 

Pendleton 

Pleasants 

Pocahontas 

Preston 

Putnam 


OAA 


Recipient  rate 


Rate 


152 

260 

1B7 

123 

it* 

84 

162 

116 

95 

197 

64 

153 

68 

161 

42 

148 

142 

119 

107 

149 


Quln- 
clle 


Average  payment 


44 
35 
36 
38 
38 
4? 
36 
3^ 

3  9 
37 
41 
37 
37 
37 
43 
35 
38 

4  0 
34 
37 


AFDC 


Recipient  rate 


Rate 


135 

219 

143 

173 

34 

47 

4b 

169 

5  5 

183 

29 

152 

82 

115 

41 

134 

63 

112 

46 

63 


Quin- 
tile 


per  person 


Average  payroent 

per   ramlly 


23 
23 
23 
2  3 


22 
22 

ZZ 
22 
22 
24 
23 
22 
23 
21 
22 


Quln- 
tlle 


9  0 
100 

104 

107 
S3 
83 
85 
97 
84 
9 

97 
88 
89 
94 
88 
75 
83 
87 
89 
90 


APTD 


Recipient  rate 


63 

156 

121 

120 

38 

41 

57 

111 

54 

135 

133 
54 
95 
34 
91 
79 

113 
71 
78 


*ln- 
tne 


Average  payment 


Suln- 
tlle 


47 

38 

43 

41 

38 

40 

38 

43 

39 

41 

43 

39 

41 

40 

47 

32 

40 

40 

36 

38 


5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
4 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 


WEST  VIEGINIA 
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(OJlntlle  ■!■  represents  tr.e  Ulguesc  firui  ana  'S-  c-.c  lowest  tirtli.     a  -a-  was  used  to  mai 


cate  either  that  tr,e  state  had  no  prograia  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In   tne  county.; 


State 

County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Averag 

code 

Code 

Name 

payTjent 

per  rerson 

Per  rajtUr 

Rate 

;^ln- 
tlle 

Amount 

^In- 
tlle 

Fate 

tlle 

Amount 

Quln- 
tlle 

A,tount 

JJln- 
tlle 

Rate 

Juln- 
tlle 

AEOU-nt 

iiilr.- 
tlle 

49 

41 

Raleigh 

95 

4 

35 

5 

S^ 

2  Z 

u 

96 

3 

109 

1 

37 

3 

49 

42 

Randolph 

157 

3 

40 

5 

103 

2  2 

u 

52 

4 

82 

'*6 

4 

49 

43 

Ritchie 

156 

3 

37 

5 

97 

2  2 

L. 

85 

4 

7  7 

2 

i2 

5 

49 

44 

Roane 

122 

4 

37 

5 

150 

23 

4 

99 

3 

93 

2 

37 

3 

49 

45 

Simmers 

223 

2 

41 

5 

258 

23 

4 

97 

3 

247 

44 

5 

49 

46 

Taylor 

114 

4 

37 

5 

47 

21 

4 

83 

4 

100 

36 

5 

49 

47 

Tucker 

203 

3 

40 

5 

116 

23 

4 

83 

4 

178 

43 

5 

49 

48 

Tyler 

166 

^ 

41 

5 

114 

23 

- 

33 

3 

173 

41 

5 

49 

49 

Upshur 

158 

3 

3  9 

5 

145 

37 

3 

98 

3 

84 

43 

5 

49 

5C 

Wayne 

211 

3 

38 

5 

173 

23 

4 

104 

3 

144 

40 

5 

49 

51 

Webster 

261 

2 

37 

5 

189 

23 

4 

94 

3 

113 

40 

5 

49 

R  2 

Wetzel 

154 

3 

40 

5 

90 

23 

4 

91 

3 

114 

43 

5 

49 

53 

Wirt 

195 

3 

36 

5 

83 

24 

3 

77 

4 

151 

41 

5 

49 

54 

Hood 

95 

4 

42 

t 
^ 

41 

23 

4 

89 

3 

53 

3 

45 

5 

49 

55 

Wyoming 

196 

3 

38 

5 

135 

22 

4 

98 

3 

96 

i 

-2 

5 

174 


WISCONSIN 
Recipient    race,    average   assistance   payment,    and  national   quintiie    rank    for  selected  public   assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    I960 

represents  Lhe  hlgliesc  fifth  and  'b'  the  lowest  fifth.      A  '9"  was  used  to  Indicate  either  that  the  state  had  no  proeram  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In  the  county.) 


County 


3 
4 

& 

7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
2C 


Name 


Adams 

Ashland 

Barron 

Bayfield 

Brown 

Buffalo 

Burnett 

Calumet 

Chippewa 

Clark 

Columbia 

Crawford 

Dane 

Dodge 

Door 

Douglas 

Dunn 

Eau  Claire 

Florence 
Fond  du  l£LC 


OAA 


Recipient  rate     Average  payment 


"""         tile 


158 

3 

58 

152 

3 

66 

158 

3 

87 

2  44 

2 

86 

58 

s 

72 

135 

3 

85 

205 

3 

82 

58 

5 

6  9 

101 

i* 

82 

110 

<* 

97 

63 

5 

88 

158 

3 

82 

78 

5 

109 

83 

5 

76 

71 

5 

75 

147 

3 

75 

131 

4 

77 

127 

4 

92 

266 

2 

81 

86 

5 

87 

Qum- 

tlle 


AFDC 


Recipient  rate    |__ Average  payment 

per  person  per  family 


29 
26 
23 
29 

9 

19 
41 
8 
12 
13 
15 
28 
16 
12 
13 
31 
16 
18 
35 
15 


HUf 


36 

37 

47 

41 

38 

52 

41 

40 

46 

44 

46 

33 

58 

45 

62 

41 

43 

49 

39 

45 


ABount  »;;"- 

tile 


144 

134 

164 

1  3  7 

144 

202 

144 

160 

184 

153 

163 

122 

201 

151 

211 

153 

156 

174 

135 

172 


APTD 


Recipient  rate        Average  payment 


61 
34 
34 
54 

9 
26 
36 
10 
14 
27 
16 
38 
12 
13 
12 
43 
19 
24 
29 

16 


*iln- 
tue 


3 
4 
4 
3 
5 

4 

4 

5 

5 

4 

5 

4 
5 
5 
5 
3 
5 
4 
k 
5 


Suln- 
tlle 


95 

86 

104 

131 

90 

95 

58 

62 

118 

88 

88 

63 

131 

111 

100 

96 

142 

108 

51 

140 


WISCONSIN 
Recipient    rate,    average  assistance  payment,    and  national   quintile    rank:   for  gelec 

represents  the  highest   firth  and   "S"   the  lowest  fifth.      A  "9 "  was  used   to   indlcatp  eltiier  th; 
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;ted  public  assistance  programs,    by  county,    June    1960 

t  the  State  had  no  program  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In   Che  county.; 


State 

County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

Beclplen 

t  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  race 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Averag 

Code 

Name 

payment 

code 

fer  DerEon 

^er  family 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Pate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Anount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

Jjln- 
tue 

AT.  our.: 

Quin- 
tile 

50 

21 

Forest 

240 

78 

1 

59 

1 

46 

194 

37 

4 

96 

50 

22 

Grant 

135 

3 

89 

1 

21 

4 

44 

161 

26 

4 

177 

50 

23 

Green 

63 

s 

80 

1 

14 

4 

38 

149 

17 

5 

91 

50 

24 

Green  lake 

49 

5 

55 

3 

10 

^ 

43 

189 

10 

5 

82 

5C 

25 

lOWB 

112 

4 

7  3 

2 

13 

5 

41 

145 

14 

5 

64 

50 

26 

Iron 

207 

3 

60 

3 

32 

3 

3  7 

1  37 

24 

4 

101 

50 

27 

Jackson 

205 

3 

E4 

1 

57 

1 

40 

143 

68 

2 

97 

50 

28 

Jefferson 

51 

5 

52 

3 

9 

^ 

42 

153 

12 

5 

97 

50 

29 

Juneau 

145 

3 

79 

1 

28 

3 

41 

149 

I 

42 

3 

83 

50 

30 

Kenosha 

73 

5 

110 

1 

14 

4 

57 

189 

9 

5 

104 

50 

31 

Kewaunee 

44 

5 

89 

1 

7 

5 

52 

170 

15 

5 

79 

50 

32 

laCrosse 

98 

4 

91 

1 

18 

4 

46 

175 

9 

5 

130 

50 

33 

lafayette 

122 

4 

85 

1 

13 

5 

43 

157 

16 

5 

91 

50 

34 

Iflnglade 

183 

3 

69 

2 

26 

3 

41 

15-7 

37 

4 

113 

50 

35 

Lincoln 

121 

4 

77 

2 

12 

5 

33 

125 

13 

5 

138 

50 

36 

Manitowoc 

58 

5 

70 

2 

11 

5 

41 

156 

12 

5 

74 

50 

37 

Marathon 

66 

5 

62 

3 

8 

5 

33 

126 

11 

5 

58 

50 

'8 

Marinette 

113 

4 

69 

2 

32 

3 

42 

156 

36 

4 

87 

50 

39 

Mar(iuette 

118 

4 

74 

2 

13 

5 

46 

133 

29 

4 

68 

50 

40 

Milwaukee 

64 

5 

90 

1 

25 

3 

44 

164 

11 

5 

110 

176 


Recipient    rate,    sverage   assistance   payment,    and   nat 

(iJlr-tlle   ■!•  re;reseats   cl-e  .nighest   fifth  anJ   "5"   ttie  lowest   fifth,      a 


WISCONSIN 
ional   quincilc    rank    for   selected   public   assistance   programs,    by  county,    June    1960 

was  used  to   Indicate  either  that  the  state  had  no  progran  or  that  there  were  no  recipients  In   the  county.) 


Councy 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

Sc  ice 

Reclplen 

c  race 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average  payment 

Reclplen 

rate 

Average 

payment 

code 

Code 

Name 

Her  [ erson 

Per  family 

Rate 

Quln- 
tlle 

Amounc 

Quln- 
tlle 

Rate 

Quln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quln- 
tlle 

Amount 

Quln- 
tlle 

Rate 

*In- 
clle 

Amount 

Quln- 
tlle 

5C 

4  1 

Monroe 

103 

4 

76 

2 

23 

3 

40 

139 

18 

5 

95 

50 

'•2 

Oconto 

117 

4 

67 

2 

20 

4 

42 

155 

25 

4 

87 

50 

'^S 

Oneida 

153 

3 

69 

^ 

34 

■^ 

4^ 

169 

47 

3 

103 

5C 

tit 

Outagamie 

50 

5 

64 

3 

11 

5 

41 

157 

10 

5 

79 

5: 

45 

Ozaukee 

27 

5 

71 

2 

4 

5 

40 

1  71 

9 

5 

lol 

5' 

46 

Pepin 

165 

3 

81 

1 

14 

4 

44 

130 

29 

4 

83 

5C 

47 

Pierce 

139 

3 

79 

1 

13 

5 

45 

169 

32 

4 

73 

50 

48 

Polk 

154 

3 

89 

1 

20 

4 

46 

158 

39 

3 

107 

50 

49 

Portage 

108 

4 

87 

1 

10 

5 

39 

137 

20 

5 

80 

50 

50 

Price 

166 

' 

70 

2 

23 

3 

36 

139 

59 

3 

55 

SC 

51 

Racine 

50 

5 

84 

1 

15 

4 

50 

192 

6 

5 

118 

c  r. 

52 

Richland 

146 

3 

72 

2 

24 

3 

41 

164 

24 

4 

104 

5C 

53 

Rock 

66 

5 

78 

1 

15 

4 

46 

171 

11 

5 

104 

50 

54 

Rusk 

208 

3 

67 

2 

29 

3 

37 

160 

37 

4 

89 

5C 

55 

St.   Croix 

88 

4 

76 

2 

7 

5 

41 

153 

13 

5 

61 

5C 

56 

Sauk 

101 

4 

80 

1 

27 

3 

41 

153 

35 

4 

85 

5^ 

57 

Sawyer 

204 

3 

72 

2 

71 

1 

34 

2 

123 

32 

4 

69 

2 

50 

58 

Shawano 

130 

4 

61 

3 

22 

3 

33 

2 

127 

23 

4 

72 

2 

5'- 

59 

Sheboygan 

72 

5 

75 

2 

12 

5 

45 

1 

149 

15 

5 

113 

1 

5: 

5'-, 

Taylor 

175 

3 

79 

1 

16 

4 

40 

1 

138 

12 

5 

56 

3 

WISCONSIN  1 77 

Recipient    rate,    average   assistance   payment,    and  national   quintile    rank   for  selected  public   assistance   programs,    by  county,    June    1960 

represents  the  highest   r,  ru,  md    -s-  the  lowest    n  rth.      .  -9  ■  «as  used  to   Indicate  either  that  the  state  had  ho  prograi.  or  that  there  »ere  ho  recipients  Ih   the  couhty.) 


County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

pajnent 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

paroent 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

Code 

Name 

payment 

code 

per  |:erson 

Per  Family 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

Qum- 

tlle 

Airount 

tlle 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

»iln- 
tlle 

Amount 

»iln- 
tllc 

50 

61 

Trempealeau 

]73 

^ 

81 

1 

20 

i* 

42 

153 

1 

24 

4 

112 

60 

6  2 

Vernon 

150 

3 

88 

1 

23 

3 

43 

150 

1 

J  1 

4 

115 

50 

6' 

Vilas 

144 

3 

77 

" 

3' 

2 

37 

121 

2 

44 

3 

90 

50 

64 

Walworth 

51 

3 

93 

1 

13 

5 

45 

182 

1 

15 

5 

110 

50 

65 

Washburn 

1?2 

3 

7i 

7 

1^ 

4 

34 

119 

2 

31 

3 

89 

50 

66 

Washin^on 

37 

5 

76 

2 

4 

5 

50 

162 

1 

8 

5 

112 

50 

67 

Waukesha 

39 

5 

80 

1 

3 

5 

45 

161 

1 

4 

5 

121 

50 

6? 

Waupaca 

1C4 

4 

75 

2 

19 

1+ 

42 

162 

1 

24 

4 

77 

50 

69 

Waushara 

119 

4 

7f 

1 

12 

5 

53 

163 

1 

42 

3 

140 

50 

70 

Winnebago 

53 

5 

81 

1 

1/ 

5 

42 

136 

1 

U 

5 

131 

50 

71 

Wood 

1C8 

4 

q  ^ 

1 

14 

a 

_-(7 

137 

1 

2b 

a 

9- 

178 


WYOMING 
Recipient   rate,    average   assistance  payment,    and  national   quintile   rank   for  selected  public   assistance  prograss,    by  county,    June    1960 

rerresents  Uie  highest   rtroi  anJ   ■£.■  the  lowest   riftti.      a  -g-  was  used  to  inatcate  either  that  tr.e  State  had  no  program  or  Uist  Uiere  iwre  no  recipients  In   the  county.) 


County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

St.te 

Reclplen 

t  race 

Average  pajmer.c 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Reclplen 

rate 

Average 

payment 

code 

Code 

Name 

Per    jerson 

Per  family 

Rate 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

kin- 
dle 

Rate 

quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Amount 

Quin- 
tile 

Rate 

9ili>- 
tlle 

Amount 

[Jjln- 
tlle 

51 

1 

Albany 

112 

4 

33 

1 

12 

^ 

35 

1 

130 

2 

22 

4 

64 

2 

?1 

2 

Big  Horn 

17? 

3 

79 

1 

18 

4 

^Q 

1 

133 

1 

32 

4 

70 

2 

M 

3 

Campbell 

93 

^ 

68 

2 

13 

c. 

U'* 

i 

l^^O 

1 

33 

4 

79 

1 

5  1 

- 

Carbon 

126 

4 

69 

c 

36 

2 

38 

; 

135 

1 

67 

2 

67 

2 

n 

5 

Converse 

138 

3 

79 

1 

3b 

2 

■*9 

; 

1^.5 

1 

55 

3 

67 

2 

51 

t. 

Crook 

106 

H 

36 

1 

13 

5 

30 

2 

125 

2 

36 

It 

65 

2 

51 

- 

Fremont 

l^.? 

3 

7C 

2 

13 

5 

li;; 

3 

87 

u 

2  2 

1+ 

63 

2 

t;  1 

= 

Goshen 

229 

2 

7* 

2 

41 

2 

3' 

2 

133 

1 

103 

2 

74 

2 

51 

3 

Hot  Springs 

110 

- 

68 

7 

12 

5 

31 

; 

126 

2 

38 

4 

72 

2 

r  I 

1    - 

Johnson 

Ua 

■* 

82 

1 

28 

3 

35 

1 

115 

2 

51 

3 

64 

2 

51 

laramie 

88 

i 

62 

-X 

13 

3 

''b 

1 

132 

1 

17 

5 

66 

2 

51 

1  2 

Lincoln 

120 

4 

65 

3 

8 

5 

33 

2 

129 

2 

36 

4 

67 

2 

WYOMING 
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Recipient    rate,    .vtr.ge   a.ii.t.nce  payment,    and  national  quintile    rank   for  .elected  public  a.ai.tlnce  program,    by  county,    June    1960 
(*lntll.  M-  represents  tie  WgHest  rirtl,  and   .6-  Che  lowest  fl  ra.     A  .9-  »as  used  to  Indicate  either  that  tte  state  haa  no  progrm  or  that  there  mre  no  recipients  In  the  county.) 


State 

County 

OAA 

AFDC 

APTD 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

payment 

Recipient  rate 

Average 

jaymer.: 

Reclplen 

t  rate 

AveragE 

code 

Code 

Name 

payrent 

Ker  rersor. 

Per  fijillr 

Rate 

ailn- 
tlle 

Amount 

^In- 
tUe 

fate 

3uln- 
tlle 

Amount 

iuln- 
tue 

Amount 

ti:c 

r^te 

J.lr^ 

•-lie 

Aioun: 

*iln- 

51 

13 

Natrona 

123 

4 

69 

2 

9 

5 

36 

145 

1 

15 

5 

73 

2 

51 

l^v 

Niobrara 

148 

3 

82 

1 

20 

4 

49 

163 

1 

94 

2 

75 

2 

51 

15 

Park 

109 

4 

72 

2 

12 

5 

38 

127 

2 

21 

5 

110 

1 

51 

16 

Platte 

219 

2 

67 

2 

19 

4 

36 

95 

3 

65 

2 

67 

2 

51 

17 

Sheridan 

123 

4 

72 

2 

18 

4 

39 

137 

1 

38 

4 

66 

2 

51 

18 

Sublette 

95 

4 

73 

2 

7 

5 

35 

153 

1 

Ik 

5 

72 

2 

51 

19 

Sweetwater 

87 

5 

63 

3 

15 

4 

37 

152 

1 

39 

3 

75 

2 

51 

20 

Teton 

97 

4 

106 

1 

5 

5 

52 

104 

3 

6 

5 

69 

2 

51 

21 

Uinta 

84 

5 

84 

1 

11 

5 

48 

154 

1 

16 

5 

58 

3 

51 

22 

Washakie 

105 

4 

61 

3 

8 

5 

32 

134 

1 

K 

5 

66 

2 

51 

23 

Weston 

148 

3 

74 

2 

13 

4 

31 

2 

149 

1 

T 

5 

60- 

3 

51 

24 

Yellowstone  Nat'l  Park 

9 

9 

9 

9 

9 

9 

9 

t?o  ee7'789 


